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By Mr. ROBINSON of Indiana: Petition of Rev. J. D. Brosy
and 70 other citizens of Auburn, Ind., favoring anti-poligamy
amendment to the Constitution—to the Committee on the Judi-

ciary, l

By Mr. ROBINSON of Nebraska: Paper to accompany House bill
for the relief of Joseph M. Campbell and Stephen Blacksmith—to
the Committee on Indian Affairs.

Also, petition of officers and members o the Presbytery of Nio-
brara, Nebr., in favor of an amendment to the Constitution against
polygamy—to the Committee on the Judiciary.

By Mr, RUPPERT: Petition of the Merchants’ Association of
New York, urging a sufficient appropriation to maintain and ex-
tend the postal tubular system in the city of New York—to the
Committee on the Post-Office and Post-Roads.

Also, resolutions of the National Wholesale Druggists’ Associa-
tion, opposing the free distribution of medicinal remedies—to the
Committee on Agriculture.

By Mr. RUSSELL: Petition of Norwich, Conn., Indian Associa-
tion, relative to an adequate and permanent supply of living water
for irrigation purposes for the Pima and Papago Indians—to the
Committee on Indian Affairs.

Also, papers to accompany House bill granting an increase of
pension to Abbie T. Daniels—to the Committee on Invalid Pen-
gions,

By Mr. RYAN of New York: Petition of Merchants’ Association
of New York, favoring continnance of postal tubular system—to
the Committee on the Post-Office and Post-Roads.

Also, resolutions of the National Wholesale Druggists’ Associa-
tion, opposing the free distribution of medicinal remedies—to the
Committee on Agriculture.

By Mr. VAN VOORHIS: Paper to accompany House bill grant-
ing an increase of pension to Solomon D, Sturtz—to the Commit-
tee on Invalid Pensions,

Also, paper to accomlgan{ House bill granting an increase of
pension to George W. Brill—to the Committee on Invalid Pen-
gions,

By Mr. YOUNG: Letters of George W. Wagner & Co. and
John F. Graff, of Philadelphia, Pa., favoring such legislation as
will strengthen our maritime position—to the Committee en the
Merchant ine and Fisheries,

Also, petition of H. B. Colesworthy, of Hornellsville, N. Y., fa-
voring the bill for the reclassification of the Railway Mail Serv-
ice—to the Committee on the Post-Office and Post-Roads.

Also, resolutions of Naval Command, No. 1, Spanish-American
‘War Veterans, in opposition to the passage of the Army bill as
now pending—to the Committee on Military Affairs.

Also, petition of H. K, Mulford Company, Philadelphia, Pa.,in
favor of Senate bill No. 2283, amending the war-revenue reduction
bill—to the Committee on Ways and Means,

SENATE.

TUESDAY, January 22, 1901.

Prayer by the Chaplain, Rev. W. H. MiLBURN, D, D.

The Secretary proceeded to read the Journal of yesterday's pro-
ceedings, when, on request of Mr. GALLINGER, and by unanimous
consent, the further reading was dmgnsed with.

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. ithout objection, the Jour-
nal will stand approved.

VISITORS TO ANNAPOLIS,

The PRESIDENT pro tempore a‘?pointed Mr.PENROSEand Mr,
MarTIN members of the Board of Visitors on the part of the Sen-
ate to attend the next annual examination of cadets at the Naval
Academy at Annapolis, Md., under the requirements of the act
of February 14, 1879.

MESSAGE FROM THE HOUSE. -

A message from the House of Representatives, by Mr. W. J.
BrowNING, its Chief Clerk, announced that the House had passed
the bill (S.3252) to establish a Branch Soldiers’ Home at or near
Johnson City, Washington County, Tenn.

The message also announced that the House had passed the fol-
lowing bills; in which it requested the concurrence of the Senate:

A bill (H. R. 428) to amend the law establishing a port of de-
livery at Des Moines, Iowa;

A 1331]1 (H. R. 10305) to provide a home for aged and infirm col-
ored people;

A bill (H. R. 11881) to amend an act entitled ““An act for the
protection of birds, preservation of game, and for the prevention
iaf it;_ sale during certain closed seasons in tke District of Co-

umbia;”

A bill (H. R, 12396) to amend an act entitled “An act tempo-
rarily to provide revenue and a civil government for Porto Rico,
and for other purposes,” approved April 12, 1900, and to increase
thpd saltary of the commissioner of education provided for by
said act;

AUTHENTICATED
U.S. GOVERNMENT
INFORMATION
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v

A bill (H. R. 12039) aunthorizing the Dewey Hotel Comgmy to
construct and maintain an electric and steam conduit on Stanton
alley;

A bill (H. R. 13067) to enlarge the powers of the courts of the
District of Columbia in cases involving delinquent children, and
for other purposes;

A bill (%E 13279) to enable the directors of Providence Hos-
pital to increase the accommodations of that institution;

A bill (H. R. 13371) to authorize advances from the Treasury of
the United States for the support of the government of the District
of Columbia;

A bill (H. R, 138607) to provide additional force at the workhouse
and the almshouse, District of Columbia; and

A bill (H. R. 13706) regulating assessments for water mains in
the District of Colnmbia.

ENROLLED BILLS SIGNED.

The message also announced that the Speaker of the House had
signed the following enrolled bills; and they were thereupon
signed by the President pro tempore:

A bill (H. R. 5048) to confirm in trust to thecity of Albuquerque,
in the Territory of New Mexico, the town of Albugunerque grant,
and for other purposes; and

A bill (H. R. 12548) to authorize the construction of a bridge
across the Mississippi River at or near Grays Point, Missouri.

PETITIONS AND MEMORIALS,

The PRESIDENT pro tempore presented a petition of sundry
citizens of Dunbar, Pa., praying for the enactment of legislation
to prohibit the sale of intoxicating liquors to native races in
Africa; which was referred to the Committee on Foreign Rela-
tions.

Mr. KEAN presented a petition of sundry citizens of Camden,
N. J., praying for the enactment ef legislation reimb them
for overtime made as letter carriers; which was ordered to lie on
on the table.

Healso presented a petition of sundry citizens of Barne% g 1
and a petition of the Woman’s Christian Temperance Union of
Cranbury Station, N. J., praying for the enactment of legislation
to prohibit the sale of intoxicating liquor to native racesin Africa;
which were referred to the Committee on Foreign Relations.

He also presented petitions of sundry citizens of Warren County;
of H. M. Loveland, of Cohansey; of the New Jersey Dairy Union,
and of the New Jersey State board of agriculture, all in the State
of New Jersey, praying for the enactment of the so-called Grout
bill, to regulate the manufacture and sale of oleomargarine; which
were referred to the Committee on Agriculture and Forestry.

He also presented petitions of sundry citizens of Orange,rgouth
Boundbrook, and Newark, and of the Woman’s Home and For-
eiin Missio: Society of the First Presbyterian Church of New-
ark, all in the State of New Jersey, praying for the adoption of an
amendment to the Constitution to prohibit polygamy; which were
referred to the Committee on the Judiciary.

Mr. TELLER presented a petition of sundry citizens of Colo-
rado, praying for the adoption of an amendment to the Consti-
tution to prohibit polygamy; which was referred to the Commit-
tee on the Judiciary,

Mr. ALLEN presented a petition of sundry citizens of Aurora,
Nebr,, praying for the enactment of the so-called Grout bill, to
regulate the manufacture and sale of oleomargarine; which was
referred to the Committee on Agriculture and Forestry.

Mr. SCOTT presented a petition of sundry citizens of West
Virginia, praying for the enactment of legisiation to provide a
national memorial home for aged and infirm colored people;
which was referred to the Committee on Education and Labor.

Mr. FOSTER presented memorials of sundry citizens of Wood-
land and Kalama, all in the State of Washington, remonstrating
against the adoption of certain amendments to the so-called ship-
subs‘id% bill; which were ordered to lie on the table.

Mr. PLATT of New York presented a petition of the New York
Board of Trade and Transportation, praying for the construction
of an easterly breakwater at Point Judith, %hode Island; which
was referred to the Committee on Commerce.

He also presented a petition of sundry citizens of New York,
praying for the enactment of the so-called Grout bill, to regulate
the manufacture and sale of oleomargarine; which was referred
to the Committee on Agriculture and Forestry.

Mr. McCOMAS presented the petition of John Q. Everson,

‘Mark W, Watson, and sundry other citizens of Allegheny County,

Pa., cgraying that their claims be referred to the Court of Claims;
which was referred to the Committee on Claims.

Mr, THURSTON. I present a petition of the legislature of the
State of Nebraska, praying for the enactment of legislation pro-
viding for the establishment of a school of mines in every State
where such a school does not exist. I ask that the petition be

riinj:ed in the RECORD and referred to the Committee on Mines and

ning.

There being no objection, the petition was referred to the
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Committee on Mines and Mining, and ordered to be printed in
the RECORD, as follows:
SENATE CHAMBER,
Lincoln, Nebr., January 15, 1901,
STATE oF Nnmm, Lancaster County, ss:

L J. C. F. McKesson retary of the senate of the State of Nebraska, do
hmbg ceru.fy that on the 14th day of January, 1901, the senate of the State
of Ne d the following resolutions:

“Whereas passed the Senate of the United Statesand is now
ing in the Honsa of Representatives providing for the establishmen md
maintenance of a school of mines in every State where such does not now ex-
ist and [or gi ghl‘m-thar support to those already established; and

“Whereas such schools wounld be of inmlcu,la.‘nle benefit to the vast mineral,
read-making, a%:h geglogmnl interests of the entire country and of this State

r: Therefore,
“Ruo!wd That the Representatives in Congress from the State of Nebraska
and hanabg are, requested to use their ntmost, active, and earnest efforts
to'hnng said bill to the cons:derataou of the United Btates House of Repre-
sentatives and to secure its passage at the present session of Congress.

“Resolved, That the chiet clerk of the senate be, and hereby is, directed to
forward a mpg of the foragoing preamble and resolution to the S of

House an Representative in from this State.”

Given under my I:mnd the day and year last abore written.

J. C. F. McKESSON,
Hoxn. JoEX M. THURSTON, Secretary of Senate.
Washington, D. C.
Mr. MASON presented a petition of sundry citizens of Chicago,
Ill. praying that an appropriation be made for the improvement
of the Chicago River; which was referred to the Committee on
Commerce.
Mr, FRYE presented the petition of James L. Holden, of Ox-
ford. Me. ,u?raymg that he be granted a pension; which was re-
e Committee on Pensions.
RIO GRANDE DAM AND IRRIGATION COMPANY.

Mr. CARTER. I presenta memorial which relates to Senate
bill 8794. It is a history of the Rio Grande Dam and Irrigation
Company and the Elephant Butte Dam case, together with ab-
stracts from decisions of the United States courts relating tmthe
use of waters of nonnavigable streams for irrigation purposes.
move that the memorial be printed as a document an refen'ed to
the Committee on Foreign Relations.

The motion was agreed fo.

THE PENSION CALENDAR.

Mr. GALLINGER. It will be observed, Mr. President, that
we are getting a very large Pension Calendar. Ifisamatter Iam
not any more interested in than any other Senator, and perhaps I
am interested lessin the Calendar than almost any other Senator,
The pressure is very great, both from Senators and Members of
the other House, that these bills shall be considered. I desire this
morning to ask that upon the conclusion of the routine morning
business to-day one hour be given to the consideration of unob-
Jected ion bills on the Calendar.

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. TheSenator from New Hamp-
shire asks unanimous consent that at the conclusion of the morn-
ing business one hour may be given to the consideration of unob-

jected pension cases on the Calendar.
Mr. LODGE. To-day?
The PRESIDENT pro fem To-day.

Mr. LODGE. I hope the ator will not put the request in
that form. I have given notice of other business for to-day.

Mr. GALLINGER. I will change the request and ask it for
to-morrow after the routine morning business.

. Mr., HALE. Let the request stand for the present, until the
chairman of the Committee on Appropriations comes in, because

- he has the legislative, executive, and judicial a;;lgropriatiou bill in
c , and 1t is important that it shall be got through as soon as
possi le. I think he will get it through to-day.

As to the pension bills, Mr, President, if the Senator from New
Hanapshlre should try to prevent their going through he could
not do so.

Mr. GALLINGER. If the Senafor from Maine were in my
place, he would want them to go through as y as possible.

Mr. HALE., I do not blame the Senator for making the re-

uest. We shall all consent to their consideration in due time.
?hope he will let the matter go over for the present.
ALLINGER. Let it lie over, Mr, President. I will re-

REPORTS OF COMMITTEES,

AMr. STEWART, from the Committee on Claims, to whom was
referred the bill (S, 5332) for the relief of the heirs of Erskine S.
Allin and the United States Regulation Firearms Company, re-

ively, reported it without amendment, and submitted a report
ereom.

Mr, DEBOE, from the Committee on Pensions, to whom was

referred the bill (H. BR. 1604) granting an increase of pension to
Joel H. Hallowell, reported it without amendment, and submitted
a report thereon.

He also, from the same committee, to whom was referred the
bill (H. R. 12620) granting an increase of pension to John P. C.
Shanks, reported it without amendment, and submitted a report

new 1t.

Mr. GALLINGER, from the Committee on Pensions, to whom
were referred the foﬂowrltneg bills, reported them severally without
amendment, and snbmi raporta thereon:

A b:ll (S. 5050) granting an increase of pension to Charles A,

(H. R. 3133) granting a pension to Edward Hounsom;

(H. R. 236) granting an increase of pension to Albert M,
(
(

H. R. 11361) granting a pension to Susan A. Miller;
H. R. 7580) granting a pension to Samuel N. Haakms,
(H. B. 11574) granting n. pension to William H. Palmer;

and
= ;&ul}ill (H. R. 8794) granting an increase of pension to Ellen H.

illips.

Mr. GALLINGER, from the Committee on Pensions, to whom
was referred the bill (S. 3386) grarcting a pension to Catherine L.
'tl‘havlor , reported it with an amendment, and submitted a report

Healso (for Mr. Pm'rcmnng from the Committee on Pensions,
to whom were referred the following bills, reported them each
with an amendment, and submitted mports thereon:

A bill (S. 1065) granting an increase of pension to Bettie Lee

Abl]l
A bill
Bennett
AbiIl
A bill
A bill

ard;

A bill (8. 8483) granting an increase of pension to Jeremiah
Jackson; and
I A bl;Ll (S. 8482) granting an increase of pension to Elias M.

ynch,

Mr. GALLINGER (for Mr. PRITCHARD), from the Committee
on Pensions, to whom was referred the bill (H R. 7152) granting
an increase of pension to Nancy L. Donaldson, reported it with-
out amendment, and submitted a report thereon.

He also (for Mr. KENNEY), from the same committee, to whom
was referred the bill (S. 4748) granting an increase of pension to
Mary Wolcott Kilburn, reported it with an amendment, and sub-
mitted a report thereon.

Mr. MALLORY, from the Committee on the District of Colum-
bia, to whom was referred the bill (H. R. 5187) authorizing the
Secretary of the Interior to convey a certain lot in the District of
Columbia to John H. Gause and others, reported it with amend-
ments, and submitted a report thereon:

Mr. TALIAFERRO, from the Committee on Claims, to whom
was referred the bill (S. 1144) for the relief of the board of tros-
tees of Lagrange Synodical College, of Lagrange, Tenn., reported
it without amendment, and submitted a report thereon.

Mr. McLAURIN, from the Committee on Claims, to whom was
referred the bill (H. R. 321) for the relief of the legal representa-
tive of Samuel Tewksbury, deceased, reported it without amend-
ment, and submifted a report thereon.

Mr. LINDSAY, from the Committee on Pensions, to whom
were referred the following bills, reported them severally without
amendment, and submit reporta thereon:

HAGblbu (H. R. 8418) granting an increase of pension to William
ibby

.% bill (H R. 11508) granting a pension to George T. Boulding;

A bill (H. R. 12233) granting a pension to Ashel C. Aulick.

Mr. DSAY, from the Committee on Pensions, to whom was
referred the bill (S, 5369) granting an increase of pension to Ed-
mond Craig, reported it with amendments, and submitted a re-
port thereon.

He also (for Mr. KENNEY), from the Committee on Pensions,
to whom were referred the fo].luwmg bills, reported them sever-
ally withont amendment, and submitted reports thereon:

A bill (H. R. 7745) granting a pension to Lucinda Miller; and
AARhi% (H. R. 10183) granting an increase of pension to Robert

. Reid.

Mr, MARTIN, from the Committee on Naval Affairs, to whom
was referred the bill (H. R. 4728) providing for leaves of absence
to cet;tam employees of the Government, reported it with amend-

Mr. TILLMAN, from the Committee on Naval Affairs, fo whom
was referred the bill (8. 4687) for the relief of Richard H, Town-
ley, a lientenant (junior grade) on the retired list of the United
Btates Navy, reported it withontamendment, and submitted a re-
port thereon,

Mr, KYLE, from the Committee on Pensions, to whom was re-
ferred the follovg:g bills, re ed them each with an amend-
ment, and submi reports thereon:

A bill (8. 5560) granting an increase of pension to J, W. Harden;

A bill (8. 3030) granting an increase of pension to Henry Guckes;

A bill (8. 5451) granting an increase of pension to Mary M. Hyde;
and

A bill (S. 5539) granting an increase of pension to Adolphus
Richardson.

Mr. KEYLE, from the Committee on Pensions, to whom was re-
ferred the following bills, reported them severally without amend-
ment, and submitted reports thereon:
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A bill (8. 5431) granting an increase of pension to William H.
u.

A bill (H. R. 8512) granting a pension to Rebecca G. Irwin;

A bill (H. R. 11910) granting an increase of pension to Thomas
H. Roberts; .

A hill (H. R. 10482) granting a pension to Pattie D. McCown;

A bill (H, R. 657) granting a pension to Francis A. Kitchen;

A bill (H. R. 4018) granting a pension to Elizabeth Dinnon;

A bill (H. R. 110537) granting an increase of pension to Leonhart

Miller;
BeA 113111 (H. R. 2178) granting an increase of pension to James
istle;

ADbill (H. R.191) granting an increase of pension to LauraP, Lee;

A bill (H. R. 9177) granting an increase of pension to Luke P.
Allphin; and .

A bill (H. R. 8660) granting an increase of pension to Franklin L.
Gilbert.

Mr. THURSTON, from the Committee on Indian Affairs, to
whom was referred the bill (H. R. 12004) making) spgeoprmhons
for the current and contingent expenses of the Indian Department
and for fulfilling treaty stipulations with various Indian tribes
for the fiscal year ending June 30, 1902, and for other purposes,
reported it with amendments, and submitted a report thereon.

r. PEREINS, from the Committee on Naval Affairs, to whom
was referred the bill (S. 5288) authorizing the Secretary of the
Navy to contract for the care, maintenance, and treatment of the
insane of the Navy and Marine Corps on the Pacific coast at any
asylum in the State of California, reported it without amendment,
and sabmitted a report thereon.

He also, from the Committee on Fisheries, to whom was referred
the bill (S. 5320) to establish a fish-hatching and fish station in the
State of Utah, reported it without amendment, and submitted a
report thereon.

1. McCUMBER, from the Committee on Pensions, to whom
was referred the bill (S. 5204) granting an increase of pension to
.tTlc:hn Scott, reported it with amendments, and submitted a report

ereon.

He also, from the same committee, “0 whom was referred the
bill (S. 8580) granting an increase of pension to Therou Johnson,
reported it with an amendment, and submitted a report thereon.

Mr. MCMILLAN, from the Committee on the District of Co-
lumbia, reported an amendment propoaids% to appropriate $4,000
to enable the assessor of the District of Columbia to complete the
card records of his office and to prepare a list for the United States
Treasury of the old levies of taxes in said District and providing
that ont of said amount clerks in the assessor’s office may be paid
for overtime work, intended to be proposed to the District of Co-
lumbia appropriation bill, and moved that it be printed, and, with
the accompauying papers, referred to the Committee on Appro-
priations; which was agreed to.

Mr. SHOUP, from the Committee on Pensions, to whom was
referred the bill (S. 5191) granting an increase of pension to Selah
V. Reeve, reported it with an amendment, and submitted a report
thereon. ;

He also, from the same committee, to whom was referred the
Dbill (8. 5405) granting an increase of pension to John H. Taylor,
reported it without amendment, and submitted a report thereon.

He also, from the same committee, to whom was referred the
bill (8. 4695) granting a pension to James Dorcey, reported i with
amendments, and submitted a report thereon.

Mr. QUARLES, from the Committee on Pensions, to whom
were referred the following bills, reported them severally without
amendment, and submitted reports thereon:

A bill (H. R. 8771) granting an increase of pension to Lyman
A, Sayles; )

Al bill (H.R.8679) granting an increase of pension to Chauncey
Sheldon;

A bill (H. R. 11196) granting an increase of pension to Louis
Snyder; and

A bill (H. R. 9985) granting an increase of pension to Martin
Sherwood. 3

Mr. QUARLES, from the Committee on Pensions, to whom
was referred the bill (S. 5363) granting a pension to Lizzie Wat-
tles, reported it with an amendment, and submitted a report
thereon.

Mr. ALLEN, from the Committee on Pensions, to whom were
referred the following bills, reported them severally withount
amendment, and submitted reports thereon:

A bill (H. R. 5610) granting a pension to Elizabeth B. McClellan;

and
W? bill (H. R. 5898) granting an increase of pension to George F.
1ite.

Mr. VEST, from the Committee on Commerce, to whom was
referred the bill (H. R. 11785) to provide for the construction of
a bridge by the Fargo, Duluth and Northwestern Railroad Com-
pany across the Red River of the North at Fargo, N. Dak.,
reported it withont amendment.

R. M. PROBSTFIELD,

Mr. STEWART, from the Committee on Claims, to whom was
referred the bill (S. 5423; for the relief of R. M. Probstfield, re-

ported the following resolution; which was considered by unani-

mous consent, and agreed to:

Resolved, That the bill (S. 5423) entitled ““A bill for the relief of R. M.
Probstfield,” now ‘fending in the Senate, together with all the accompany-
ing papers, be, the same is hereby, referred to the Court of Claims, in

ursnance of the provisions of an act entitled “*An act to provide for the
Ex-m- T of suits against the Government of the United States,” approved
Marc f 1887. And the said court shall proceed with the same in accordance
wﬁg the provisions of such act, and report to the Senate in accordance there-
with.

FLORENCE A. BROWN.

Mr, STEWART, from the Committee on Claims, to whom was
referred the bill (8. 5156) for therelief of Florence A. Brown, ad-
ministratrix of the estate of John A. Brown, reported the follow-
ing resolution; which was considered by unanimous consent, and
agreed to:

Resolved, That the bill (S. 5156) entitled **A bill for the relief of Florence A.
Brown, administratrix of the estate of John A. Brown,” now pending in the
Senate, together with all the accompanying papers, be, and the same is hereby,
referred tothe Courtof Claims, in pursnance of the provisionsof anactentit
“An act to provide for the bringing of suits against the Government of the
United States,” approved March 3, 1887, And the said court shall pr
with the same in accordance with the provisions of such act, and report to
the Senate in accordance therewith.

GEORGE W. CRAIG AND OTHERS,

Mr. WARREN, from the Committee on Claims, to whom were
referred the following bills:

A bill (8. 2846) for the relief of George W. Craig;

A bill (8. 8539) for the relief of Rachel R. McMullen, adminis-
tratrix of Thomas J. McMullen;

A bill (8. 8835) for the relief of Elizabeth Johnson;

A bill (8. 3964) for the relief of Robert Lay, administrator of
Nancy Lay, deceased; :

A bill (S. 4640) for the relief of Mollie T. Benson;

A bill (8. 4791) for the relief of Mrs. Ada G. Bankhead;

A Dill (8. 4850) to refer the claim of Edward Gallaher, deceased,
late of Richmond County, Ga., to the Court of Claims;

A bill (8. 4979) for the relief of the estate of Daniel Heflebower,

deceased;
A bill (S, 4994) for the relief of the estate of Henry Banman,
A bill '(S. 5137) for the relief of the estate of Walter Shirley,
eceased;
A bill (8. 5245) for the relief of the estate of Henry Ingram, de-

A bill (8. 5378) for the relief of the estates of J. H, and C. Row-
land, deceased; -

A bill (S. 5470) for the relief of the legal representatives of
Turner Smith, deceased; and

A bill (8. 5554) for the relief of Eugene L. Derr, administrator
of the estate of John Derr, deceased,
reported the following resolution:

Resolved, That the claims represented the following bhills, to wit: S.
2840, 3539, 3835, 3064, 4640, 4701, 4850, 4079, 4994, 5157, 5245, 5378, 5470, and 5554, for
the relief of George W. Craig; for the relief of Rachel R. McMullen, admin-
istratrix of Thomas J. McMullen; for the relief of Elizabeth Johnson; for the
relief of Robert-Lay, administrator of Nancy Lay, deceased; for the relief
of Mollie T. Benson; for the relief of Mrs. AdaG. Bankhead: for the relief of
Edward Gallaher; for the relief of the estate of Daniel Heflebower, deceased;
for the relief of the estate of Henry Bauman, deceased; for the relief of the
estate of Walter Shirley, dec ; for the relief of the estate of Henry
Ingram, deceased; for the relief of the estates of J. H. and C. Rowland, de-
ceased; for the relief of the legal representatives of Turner Smith, deceased,
and for the relief of Eugene L. Derr, administrator of the estate of John Derr,
deceased, now pending in the Senate, together with all the accumpanying
papers, be, and the same are hereby, referred to the Court of Claims, in pur-
snance of the provisions of an act entitled “*An act to provide for the bring-
ing of suits against the Government of the United States,'’ approved
8. 1887. And the said Court of Claims shall proceed with the same in accord-
ance with the provisions of such act, and report to the Senate in accordance
therewith.

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Is there objection to the pres-
ent consideration of the resolution?

l Mr. I:ETTIGREW. Are we on the Order of Business of Reso-
utions?

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. No; reports of committees.
The resolution just read is reported from a committee.

Mr. PETTIGREW. I shall ask to have it go over until to-

MOTToW.
The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from South
Dakota objects to the present consideration of the resolution.

THE PENSION CALENDAR.,

Mr, GALLINGER. Mr. President, it is manifest that in the
great pressure of public business time onght not to be taken from
the regular sessions of the Senate for the consideration of pension
bills, and I now rise to make the rejuest that npanimous consenf
be given that after the daily session to-morrow the Senate shall
meet at 7.30 o'clock in the evening, at which time unobjecied
pension bills will be considered, and nothing else,
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The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator had better name
some hour to-morrow at which a recess shall be taken,

Mr. ALLISON. Half past 5.

Mr. GALLINGER. I will say half past 5.

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from New Hamp-
shire asks unanimous consent that to-morrow at half past 5 in the
afternoon the Senate shall take a recess until half past 7 in the
evening for the consideration alone of unobjected pension cases.
Is there objection?

Mr, PETTIGREW, Mr. President, I object. I shall notobject,
however, to setting apart a time durin§ the day to-morrow for
the consideration of the pension cases. 1 shall object to an even-

in% session for that purpose.
he PRESIDENT pro tempore. Objection is made.

DISTRICT OF COLUMEIA CODE.

Mr. STEWART. Mr, President, the bill (H. R. 9835) to estab-
lish a code for the District of Columbia has been reported and per-
fected, and there are very few amendments. The reading of 1t is
the great object. Everyone knows what that bill is, It has been
prepared by the Commissioners and the judges and has gone
through all the process of the bar. I ask that the Senate takea
recess at half past 5 to-morrow and meet at 8 o'clock for the pur-

of reading the code bill and for no other purpose. It can not
read in business hours, The reading will take considerable

time.
The PRESIDENT Ero tempore. The Senator from Nevada asks
unanimons consent that to-morrow at half past 5 the Senate take
a recess until 8 in the evening for the purpose of having the bill
to establish a code for the District of Columbia read. Is there
objection?

Mr, ALLEN and Mr. PETTIGREW. I object.

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Objection is made.

. WILLIAM D. RUTAN.

Mr. KEAN. I am directed by the Committee on Claims, to
whom was referred the hill (8.5133) for the relief of William D,
Rutan, to report it favorably without amendment, and to recom-
mend its passage. It is a very short bill, and I ask that it be
placed on its passage now.

The Secretary read the bill, and by unanimous consent the Sen-
ate, as in Committee of the Whole, proceeded to its consideration.
It directs the proper accounting officers of the Treasury Depart-
ment to credit the account of William D. Rutan, late collector of
internal revenue at Newark, N. J.. with 31,850, the same being the
net value of certain snuff stamps forwarded by said Rutfan to the
Commissioner of Internal Revenue for exchange under the pro-
visions of an act of Congress approved June13, 1888, which stamps
were lost in transit or otherwise and never accounted for.

The bill wasreported to the Senate without amendment, ordered
to be engrossed for a third reading, read the third time, and passed,

: SALARIES OF CERTAIN JUDGES, ’

Mr. THURSTON. The chairman of the Committee on the
Judiciary has requested me to ask unanimous consent for the
consideration of the bill (8. 8450) to fix the salaries of certain
judges of the United States.

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. W1ll the Senator withold that
request until morning business is finished? -

Mr. THURSTON. Certainly.

The PRESIDENT pro tempore, Reports of committees are still
in order,

COUNTING OF ELECTORAL ‘VOTES,

Mr. CHANDLER, from the Committee on Privileges and Elec-
tions, to whom was referred the concurrent resolution submitted
by himself December 19, 1900, reported it without amendment,
and it was considered by unanimous consent, and agreed to, as
follows:

by the Senate (the H R tati ing), That th
twlgcﬁog\t;esgs 0¥ Congrggs s]gallea.s;;;ebﬂaf in the ”I;:]laof”:ﬁacﬁ?ﬁus’a.ro?%e resentaﬁ
tives on Wednesday, the 13th day of February, 1901, at 1 o’clock in the after-
noon, pursuant to the requirement of the Constitution and laws relating to
the election of President and Vice-President of the United States, and the
President of the Senate shall be the presiding officer; that two persons be
appointed tellers on the part of the Senate and two on the t of the House
oFEprasentat‘l\‘m to make a list of the votes as they shall be declared; that
the result shall be delivered to the President of the Senate, who shall an-
nounce the state of the voteand the persons elected tothe two Houses assem-
bled as aforesaid, which shall be deemed & declaration of the persons elected
President and Vice-President of the United States, and, together with a list
of the votes, be entered on the Journals of the two Houses.
BILLS INTRODUCED,

Mr. McENERY introduced a bill (S, 5680) for the relief of the
estate of Edward Pugh, deceased; which was read twice by its
title, and referred to the Committee on Claims. )

Mr. BEVERIDGE introduced a bill (S, 5681) granting an in-
crease of pension to Merit C. Welsh; which was read twice by its
title, and referred to the Committee on Pensions.

He also introdnced the following bills; which were severally
read twice by their titles, and referred to the Committee on Mili-
tary Affairs:

A bill (8. 5682) to correct the military record of Henry T. Phillips
(with an accompanying paﬁer); and

A bill (8. 5683) fo}r the relief of William D. Hamilton (with ac-
companying papers).

Mr. DEP%&FI introduced a bill (8. 5684) to extend the privileges
})rovided by an act entitled “An act to amend the statutes in re-

ation to the immediate transportation of dutiable goods, and for
other purposes,” approved June 10, 1890, as amended: which was
read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on Finance.

He also introduced a bill (S. 5685) granting an increase of pen-
sion to William B. Crosby; which was read twice by its title, and,
with the accompanying papers, referred to the Committee on Pen-
81018,

Mr. SULLIVAN (by request) introduced a bill (8. 5686) for
lighting suburban streets by the electric railway companies whose
lines occupy said streets in the District of Columbia; which was
read twice by its title, and referred to the Commitfee on the Dis-
trict of Columbia.

Mr. FAIRBANKS introduced a bill (8. 5687) granting a pen-
sion to Elizabeth Boadhead:; which was read twice by itstitle, and
referred to the Committee on Pensions.

He also introduced a bill (S. 5688) to provide for the purchase
of a site and the erection of a public building thereon at Ham-
mond, in the State of Indiana; which was read twice by its title,
and referred to the Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds.

Mr. McMILLAN introduced a bill (8. 5689) supplemental to an
act entitled ““An act to incorporate the Reform School for Girls
of the District of Columbia,” approved July 9, 1883; which was read
twice by its title, and, with the accompanying papers, referred to
the Committee on the District of Columbia.

Mr. McCOMAS introduced a bill (8. 5690)
to Mabel H. Lazear; which was read twice
ferred to the Committee on Pensions.

He also introduced a bill (8. 5691) for the relief of John Q. Ever-
son and others; which was read twice by its title, and referred to
the Committee on Claims.

Mr. ELKINS introdunced a bill (S. 5692) granting a pension to
V. S. Martin; which was read twice by its title, and referred to
the Committee on Pensions.

He also introduced a bill (S. 5693) granting a é)ansion to Reece
A, Milam; which was read twice by its title, and referred to the
Committee on Pensions.

Mr. FOSTER introduced a bill (8. 5694) granting a pension to
Charles W. Kyle; which was read twice by its title, and referred
to the Committee on Pensions.

He also introduced a bill (8. 5605) granting a pension to James
M. Propst; which was read twice by its title, and referred to the
Committee on Pensions,

Mr. LODGE infroduced a bill (S. 5698) to prevent the sale of
firearms, opium, and intoxicating liquors in certain islands of the
Pacific; which was read twice by its title, and referred to the
Committee on Foreign Relations,

Mr, SCOTT introducd a bill (8. 5697) granting a pension to
D. W. Keffer; which was read twice by its title, and referred to
the Committee on Pensions,

Mr. PETTIGREW introduced a bill (8. 5698) to extend the time
for the completion of a bridge across the Missouri River; which
was read twice by its title, and, with the accompanying paper, re-
ferred to the Committee on Commerce.

Mr. DEPEW introduced a joint resolution (S. R. 152) inrelation
to monument to prison-ship martyrs at Fort Greene, Brooklyn,
N. Y.; which was read twice by its title, and, with the accom-
panying papers, referred to the Committee on the Library.

_ Mr. FORAKER introduced a joint resolution (S. R. 158) author-

izing and directing the Secretary of the Treasury to adjust certain

claims of the State of Ohio; which was read twice by its title,

actlu!_. with the accompanying paper, referred to the Committee on
a1ms.

anting a pension
y its title, and re-

AMENDMENTS TO APPROPRIATION BILLS,

Mr, CLAY gubmitted the following amendments, intended to
be proposed by him fo the river and harbor appropriation bill;
which were referred to the Committee on Commerce, and ordered
to be printed:

An amendment proposing to increase the appropriation for con-
guggtx}:%otuhe improvement of Oconee River, Georgia, from $15,000

An amendment proposing to increase the appropriation for con-
tinuing the improvement of the Coosa River, Georgia and Ala-
bama, from $50,000 to $450,000; and

An amendment proposing to increase the ag(;;ropriation for con-
tinuing the improvement of Brunswick Harbor, outer bar, Geor-
gia, from $25,000 to $40,000,

Mr. McMILLAN submitted an amendment eropoaing to appro-
priate $10,000 for grading and macadamizing California and &y-
oming avenues, Twenfy-third, Twenty-fourth, and S streets,
intended to be proposed by him to the District of Columbia appro-
priation bill; which was ordered to be printed, and, wit.g the

-
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accompanying papers, referred to the Committee on the District
of Columbia, »

Mr. LODGE submitted an amendment proposing to appropriate
$5,000 for necessary repairs in the harbor of Provincetown, 5
intended to be proposed by him to the river and harbor appro-
priation bill; which was referred to the Committee on Commerce,
and ordered to be printed.

Mr. BURROWS submitted an amendment proposing to increase
the appropriation for the improvement of Grand River, Michigan,
from $25,000 to $50,000, authorizing the purchase of dredge for
improving said river at a cost of §100,000, and authorizing the
Secretary of War to enter into contracts for the completion of the

rojected improvements of Kalamazoo River and Saungatuck
ﬁarbor, in the State of Michigan, intended fo be proposed by him
to the river and harbor appropriation bill; which was referred to
the Committee on Commerce, and ordered to be printed.

Mr. PLATT of New York submitted an amendment proposing
to appropriate §2,000 for the salary of the consul at Teneriffe, in-
tended to be proposed by him to the diplomatic and consular ap-
propriation bill; which was referred to the Committee on Appro-
priations, and ordered to be printed,

Mr, BATE submitted an amendment aunthorizing the Secretary
of War to enter into contracts for the construction of locks and
dams and other improvements on the Tennessee River, both above
and below the city of Nashville, Tenn., and limiting the amonnt
to be expended on such work to $500,000, intended to be proposed
by him to the river and harbor appropriation bill; which was re-
ferred to the Committee on Commerce, and ordered to be printed.

Mr. MONEY submitted an amendment providing for the sur-
vey of the ]prasent channel leading from the wharf at Biloxi, Miss,,
to Ship Island Harbor, Mississippi, intended to be proposed by
him to the river and harbor appropritaion bill; which wasreferred
to the Committee on Commerce, and ordered to be printed.

Mr, MASON submitted an amendment providing for the survey
of the Chicago River with a view of determining the need, advis-
ability, and cost of constructing one or more furning basins in the
north and south branches, intended to be proposed by him to the
river and harbor appropriation bill; which was referred to the
Committee on Commerce, and ordered to be printed.

He also submitted an amendment proposing to appropriate
$175,000 for the repairs of the jetties at the mouth of the ﬁ)razos
River, Texas, rendered necessary by the hurricane, and $150,000
for the completion of the existing project at the mouth of the
Brazos River; and also $600,000 to pay the Brazos River Channel
and Dock Company for the jetties built by that company at the
mouth of the Brazos River, Texas, etec., intended to be proposed
by him to the river and harbor appropriation bill; whicg Wwas re-
ferred to the Committee on Commerce, and order to be printed.

Mr. WETMORE submitted an amendment proposing to appro-
E—iat,e $10,000 for improving the harbor of refuge at Block Island,

. I., and $60,000 for extending the south jetty in the harbor at
Great Salt Pond, Block Island, R. L., intended to be proposed by
him to the river and harbor appropriation bill; which was referred
to the Committee on Commerce, and ordered to be printed.

Mr. FAIRBANKS submitted an amendment anthorizing the
Secretary of War to cause the engineer officer in charge of Green
and Barren rivers, Kentucky, to investigate and report upon the
practicability of obtaining a 6-foot navigable depth in those
streams at pool stage of water, etc., intended to be proposed by
him to the river and harbor appropriation bill; which was re-
ferred to the Committee on Commerce, and ordered to be printed.

Mr. PETTUS submitted an amendment proposing to appro-

riate $91,750 for opening the outer bar at Mobile Bay 80 feet

eep, ete., intended to be proposed by him to the river and harbor
appropriation bill; which was referred to the Committee on Com-
merce, and ordered to be printed.

Mr. CULBERSON submitted an amendment proposing to in-
crease the appropriation for the maintenance and repair of the
jetties at Sabine Pass, Texas and Louisiana, from $125,000 to
$850,000, intended to be proposed by him to the river and harbor
appropriation bill; which was referred to the Committee on Com-
merce, and ordered to be printed.

CATALOGUE OF SENATE LIBRARY.

Mr. LODGE submitted the following resolution; which was
considered by nnanimous consent, and agreed to:

Resolved, That the Catalogue of the Senate Library and a Finding List of
Im&;orlmt Serial Documents published by the Government be _printgd to tl?e
end of the last session of the Fifty-sixth Congress, under the direction of the
Secretary of the Senate, and that the usual number of each be printed.

INSULAR TARIFF CASES,

Mr. FORAKER submitted the following concurrent resolution;
which was referred to the Committee on %‘rintiug:

Resolved by the Senate (the House of Representativesconcurring), That there
be printed and bound, under the direction of the Joint Committee on Print-
ing, 8,000 copies of the record and briefs in the following cases of the October
term, 1900, in the Supreme Court of the United States, including the appen-
dices thereto, 2,000 copies for the use of the Senate, 5,000 copies t%r the use of
the House of Representatives, 500 copies for distribution by the Department

of Justice, and 500 copies for distribution by the clerk of the Supreme Court
of the United States:

Elias 8. A. De Lima etal. vs. George R. Bidwell, bein%[%_ase No. 466: Bamuel
B. Downesetal. vs. George R. Bidwell, being case No. 507; Henry W. Dooley
et al. vs. The United States, being cases Nos. 501 and 502; Carlos Armstrong
vs. The United States, being case No. 509; George W. Crossman et al. vs.
The United States, being case No, 515; Christian Huns vs. The New York and
Porto Rico Steamship mmdzjv, being case No. 514; John H. Goetze vs. The
United States. being case No. 340, and Fourteen Diamond Rings, EmilJ. Pepke,
claimant, vs. The United States, being case No. 419,

JOHN BLAKE WHITE'S ““ BATTLE OF FORT MOULTRIE.”

Mr, TILLMAN. Mr. President, I send fo the desk a letter ten-
dering a picture to the Senate, which, for the information of the
Senate, I ask to have read.

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from South Caro-
lina asks that the paper which he presents be read. Is there ob-
jection? f ’

Mr. PLATT of Connecticut, Mr, President, I think that, under
our rule not to put anything in_the RECORD that is not provided
for by the rules, there ought to be something more than a state-
ment by a Senator that he presents a paper which he asks to have
read. We know nothing whatever of the character or contents of
the paper.

Mr. E‘GLLLMAN. I have conferred with the chairman of the
Committee on the Library, who has the matter in charge, and he
is here ready to explain it. It is from a gentleman of New York,
who last year presented three historical paintings to the Senate,

Mr. PLATT of Connecticut. I have no objection, I merely
wanted to know what the paper is about.

Mr. TILLMAN. The paper itself will explain the matter, if
the Senator will let it be read. It is merely a letter of tender to
the Senate of a famous painting.

Mr. PLATT of Connecticut. Very well.

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Secretary will read the
communication.

The Secretary read as follows:

1011 MADISON AVENUE, NEW YORK, January 12, 1901,

My DEAR S1R: On the 17th of February, 1569, T had the honor to &
to the Senate of the United States three historical paintings executed by my
taiiliaé; thehhttﬁe John Eal.:llm ngte. of Bouth t!arclina.t -3 K

oug: 6 man ong since away,ye nta , especiall
as an historic artist, has wn with the advance of nrrfgppreciation in hiz
native land. His masterful treatment of epoch-makitag events, during the
arduous years of the nation’s birth, has done much and may yet do more to
foster the spirit of pure patriotism which achieved our independence,

Havinghrwentiy come into possession of another and still more important
work of this artist, I deem it quite too precious, both as a work of art and
as an authentic historic representation of a valorous incident of far-
influence, to remain the property of a private individual and subject to the
vicissitndes of private ownership.

It portrays in as?h'ited manuner the famous battle of Fort Monltrie, fought
and won inst a formidable British fleet commanded by Bir Peter Paner
in the harbor of Charleston, 8. C., on the 25th of June, 1778, just six days
prior to the Declaration of Independence.

The faces of the chief actors are carefully executed portraits, drawn from
:;;thth % ig the pe ion of their families, aided by personal recollections

e artis

Moved by the considerations I have mentioned and by filial devotion, I
therefore donate this painting to the nation, to be kept in perpetuity, that
1?& 1sftm:ls may know how their fathers fought to secure the precious boon of

Y.

I tfully beg that you will, in my behalf, present the painting to the
honorable the genaw of tga United States as guardians of the nntiogn. with
the vriqulaatdt.hat it be hung in juxtaposition to the works of the same artist

ously donated.
e I have the honor to be, your very obedient servant,
OCTAVIUS A. WHITE, M. D.

Hon. BENJAMIN R, TILLMAN.

United States Senator‘from South Carolina.

Mr. WETMORE. Mr. President, as is stated in the letter just
read. about two years ago Dr. White, of New York, presented to
the Senate three historical pictures by his father, Since then he
has come into possession of a more valuable and more interesting
picture, which he desires also to present to the Senate.

The Joint Committee on the Library, under section 1831 of the
Revised Statutes, have a right to accegt such pictures. Iam in-
structed by the Joint Committee on the Library to offer the fol-
lowing resolution, and to ask for its present consideration,

The resolution was read, as follows:

Resolved, That the Committee on tl» Librar . % -
ized to accept, on behalf of the Senate]?nnd caugebt‘ia g:iui?tj:hlll;mby a?ghtc];lr;
Senate wing of the Capitol, the historical painting known as * 'Fha Battle of
Fort Moultrie,” executed by John Blake White in 1815, and presented to the
Senate by Dr. Octavius A. g&'hite. of New York City, in a communication to
Hon. BENJAMIN R. TILLMAN dated January 12, 1901,

Resolved, That the thanks of the Senate are hereby tendered tothe donor,

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Is there objection to the pres-
ent consideration of the resolution?

Mr. CHANDLER, I ask that the resolution may go over until
to-morrow.

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Chair is of opinion that
resolutions reported from committees do not take the course of a
resolution offered in the morning hour, but that they go to the
Qaltqndar. The resolution will go to the Calendar under the ob-
jection.

Mr. CHANDLER subsequently said: I ask unanimous consent
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to withdraw my objection to the resolution to which I objected
this morning, so that it may be acted upon to-day.

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from New Hamp-
shire withdraws his objection to the resolution. Is thereobjection
toitspresent consideration? The Chair hears none, The question
is on agreeing to the resolution.

The resolution was agreed to.

HOUSE BILLS REFERRED,

The following bills were severally read twice by their titles,and
referred to the Committee on the District of Columbia:

A Dbill (11881) to amend an act entitled ‘*An act for the protec-
tion of birds, preservation of game, and for the prevention of its
sale during certain closed seasons in the District of Columbia;”

A bill (H. R. 12039) authorizing the Dewey Hotel Comgany to
construct and maintain an electric and steam conduit on Stanton

ey;

A bill (H. R. 13067) to enlarge the powers of the courts of the
District of Columbia in cases involving delinquent children, and
for other W;

A bill (H. R. 13279) to enable the directors of Providence Hos-
pital to increase the accommodations of that institution;

A bill (H. R, 13371) to authorize advances from the Treasury of
the United States for the support of the government of the Dis-
trict of Columbia;

A bill (H. R. 13607) to provide additional force at the work-
honse and the almshouse, District of Columbia; and

A bill (H. R. 13708) regulating assessments for water mains in
the District of Columbia.

The bill (H. R. 428) to amend the law establishing a port of de-
livery at Des Moines, Iowa, was read twice by its title, and re-
ferred to the Committee on Commerce,

The bill (H. R. 10305) to provide a home for aged and infirm
colored people was read twice by its title, and referred to the Com-
mittee on Education and Labor.

The bill (H. R. 12396) to amend an act entitled ““An act tempo-
rarily to provide revenues and a civil government for Porto Rico,
and for other purposes,” approved April 12, 1900, and to increase
the salary of the commissioner of education provided for by said
act, was read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on
Pacific Islands and Porto Rico.

EXECUTIVE SESSION.

Mr. LODGE. If the morning business is concluded—

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Themorning business is closed.

Mr. LODGE. I move that the Senate proceed to the considera-
tion of executive business.

The motion was agreed to; and the Senate proceeded to the con-
sideration of executive business, After two hours and twenty
minutes spent in executive session the doors were reopened.

DEATH OF QUEEN VICTORIA.

Mr. ALLISON. Mr. President, I offer a resolution and ask
unanimouns consent for its present consideration.

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Iowa sub-
mits a resolution and requests unanimous consent for its imme-
diate consideration. The resolution will be read.

The Secretary read as follows:

Resolved, That the death of Her Royal and Im{mrm'l Hn&lesty Victoria, of
noble virtues and great renown, is sincerely deplored by the Senate of the
United States of America.

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Is there objection to the pres-
ent consideration of the resolution? The Chair hears none. The
question is on agreeing to the resolution.

The resolution was nunanimously to.

Mr. ALLISON submitted the following resolution; which was
considered by unanimous consent, and agreed to:

Resolved, That the President é)::atem%ore of the Senate canse to be con-

veyed to the prime minister of Britain a suitably engrossed and duly
au{henummg copy of the foregoing resolution.

MESSAGE FROM THE HOUSE.

A message from the House of Representatives, by Mr. W, J.
BROWNING, its Chief Clerk, announced that the House had passed
the bill (8. 3313) extending the mining laws to saline lands,

The message also announced that the House had agreed to the
concurrent resolution of the Senate calling for a report showing
the present condition of the breakwater at Burlington, Vt., with
an estimate of cost for its proper repair and completion.

The message further announced that the House had agreed to
the concurrent resolution of the Senate calling for an additional
estimate of the amount necessary to complete the work upon the
lock and dam at Brenneckes Shoals, on the Osage River, Missouri,

ENROLLED BILLS SIGNED,

The message also announced that the ker of the House had
gigned the following enrolled bills; and they were thereupon
gigned by the President pro tempore.

A bill (8. 122) to amend an act entitled ‘*An act to amend the
criminal laws of the District of Columbia,” approved July 8, 1808;

A bill (8. 1996) revoking and annulling the subdivision of Pen-
cote Heights, in the District of Columbia;

A bill (8. 4816) to provide for closing of of an alley in
square 169 in the city of Washington, D. C.. and for the sale
thereof to the Young Men's Christian Association of the city of
‘Washington; and
_ A bill (8, 5258) to allow the commutation of homestead entries
in certain cases.

BALTIMORE AND POTOMAC RAILROAD COMPANY.

Mr. McMILLAN, I am instructed by the Committee on the
District of Columbia, to whom were referred the amendments of
the House of Representatives to the bill (8. 1929) to provide for
eliminating certain Pg.;:ﬂe crossings on the line of the Balti-
more and Potomac Railroad Company, in the city of Washing-
ton, D. C., and reqt:;liring said company to depress and elevate its
tracks, and to enable it to relocate parts of its railroad therein,
and for other purposes, to report back the same and to move that
the Senate disagree to the House amendments and request a con-
{ﬁrence with the House on the disagreeing votes of the two Houses

ereon.

The motion was agreed to.

By unanimous consent, the President pro tempore was author-
ized to appoint the conferees on the part of the Senate; and Mr,
McMiLLAN, Mr. GALLINGER, and Mr. MARTIN were appointed.

BALTIMORE AND OHIO RAILROAD COMPANY.

Mr, McMILLAN. Iam directed by the Committee on the Dis-
trict of Columbia, fo whom were referred the amendments of the
House of Representatives to the bill (8. 2329) to provide for elimi-
nating certain e crossings of railroads in the District of Co-
lumbia, to requireand authorize the construction of new terminals
and tracks for the Baltimore and Ohio Railroad Company in the
city of Washington, and for other purposes, to report back the
same and to move that the Senate disagree to the amendments of
the House of Representatives, and ask a conference on the disa-
greeing votes of the two Houses thereon. .

The motion was agreed to.

By unanimous consent, the President pro tempore was author-
ized to appoint the conferees on the part of the Senate; and Mr,
McMILLAN, Mr. GALLINGER, and Mr. MARTIN were appointed.

CAYAGAN, SULU, AND SIBUTU ISLANDS,

Mr. LODGE. I have here some papers giving an account of
the islands of Cayagan, Sulu, and Sibutu, which I move be
printed as a document,

The motion was agreed to.

INDIANS IN THE INDIAN TERRITORY.

Mr. JONES of Arkansas. I desire to enter a motion to recom-
mit the bill (H. R. 8966) for the relief of certain Indians in the
Indian Territo:Lewho desire to sell their lands and improvements
and emigrate elsewhere, and Iask that the motion to recommit
may lie on the table,

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Arkansas
enters a motion to recommit House bill 8966, and asks that it may
for the present lie on the table. Is there objection? The Chair
hears none.

LEGISLATIVE, EXECUTIVE, AND JUDICIAL APPROPRIATION BILL,

Mr. ALLISON. Imove that the Senate proceed to the consid-

%gﬁtion of the legislative, executive, and judicial appropriation
1.

The motion was agreed to; and the Senate, as in Committee of
the Whole, resumed the consideration of the bill (H. R. 12201)
making appropriations for the legislative, executive, and judicial
expenses of the Government for the fiscal year ending June 80,
1902, and for other pm'ﬁmes.

’I‘h%? reading of the bill was resumed, beginning with line 14, on
page 67.

The next amendment of the Committee on Appropriations was
on page 70, line 21, to increase the appropriation for inciden
and contingent expenses at the mint at San Francisco, Cal., from
$50,000 to $60,000,

The amendment was agreed fo.

The next amendment was, on page 72, line 19, to increase the
a riation for wages of workmen and messengers at the assay

ce at New York from $27,500 to $30,000.

The amendment was agreed to.

The next amendment was, on page 72, after line 21, to insert:

Am& office at St. Louis, Mo.: For assayer in charge, §2,000; clerk, §1,000;

in 000,
o wages of workmen (including janitor), $1,000.

For

For incidental and contingent expenses, §750.

The amendment was to.

The next amendment was, under the head of ** War Depart-
ment,” on e 77, line 19, before the word ‘‘ be,” to insert * to;”
so as to e the clause read:

d;g eontinnine%& thl: 1::;m]:ult:avynm"ll:lt of such uddjm t:::ﬁoﬂry force b?)-:

Ters, an
cause of work incident to the war with Spain, as in the judgment
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Secrotary of War be and the prompt, effi-
:{te:ltﬁand mﬁm dispntglngf official business in the &:ﬁ' D:WMalfimd
its bureaus, to be allotted by the Secretary of War to such bureaus and
offices as the exigencies of the needs of the service may demand, $600,000, etc.

The amendment was agreed to. )

The next amendment was, on page 80, line 7, to increase the
number of clerks of class 4 in the office of the Commissary-
General from 1 to 2; in line 8, to increase the number of cler
of class 8 from 3 to 4; in the same line, to increase the number of
clerks of class 2 from 4 to 5; and, in line 11, to increase the total
appropriation for the maintenance of the office of the Commissary-
General from $42,760 to $43,960.

The amendment was agreed to.

The next amendment was, on page 83, line 11, before the word
““dollars,” to strike out ‘‘ one thousand five hundred ” and insert
‘‘three thousand,” and, in line 15, before the word *“ dollars,” to
strike out *‘thirteen thousand five hundred ” and insert ‘*fifteen
thousand;” so as to make the clause read:

For rent of buildings for use of the War De

medical dispensary, Surgeon-General’s Office, §1

and Ordnance offices, §1,500; for de
Department (Lemon Building), $6,!
in all, §15,000.

The amendment was agreed to.

The next amendment was, under the head of ‘“Navy Depart-
ment,” on page 87, line 25, to increase the number of clerks of
class 2 in the Office of Naval Records of the Rebellion from 2 to 3,
and, in line b, to increase the total appropriation for the mainte-
nance of the Office of Naval Records of the Rebellion from $16,090
to $17,490.

The amendment was agreed to.

The next amendment was, on page 88, line 14, after the word
‘ dollars,” to insert **1 draftsman, who shall be an rt in ma-
rine construction, $2,000;” in line 17, after the word * dollars,”
to insert *'1 clerk of class 8:;” and, in line 20, before the word
“hundred,” tostrike out ** ten thousand six” and insert ‘ fourteen
thousand two;” so as to make the clause read:

Bureau of Equipment: For chief clerk, £2,000; 1draftsman, who shall be an
expert in marine construction, §.000; 1 clerk of class4; 1 an] expert
and draftsman, §1,600; 1clerk of class 3; 1 clerk of class 2; 1 clerk of class1;
;u yist; 1 assistant messenger; 1 messenger boy, $360, and 1 laborer; in all,

The amendment was agreed to.
The next amendment was, on page 91, line 16, before the word

. “librarian,” to strike out * assistant;” in the same line, before
the word “ hundred,” to strike out “two” and insert *‘ four:” in
line 18, after the word *‘each,” to strike out *‘one skilled laborer,
$720,” and insert ‘‘assistant on equatorial, §1,000; assistant in
spectroscopic work, §1,000;” in line 23, before the word *‘ labor-
ers,” to strike out ‘‘ten” and insert ‘*nine;” and in line 24, before
the word ‘‘dollars,” to strike out * thirty-seven thousand five
hundred and twenty” and insert * thirty-eight thousand three

hundred and forty;” so as to make the clause read:

Naval Observatory: For pay of 3 assistant astronomers, 1 at 2,000 and 2 at
$1,5800 each; 1 clerk of class 4; 1 clerk of class 1; imstrument mak

er, §1.500;
electrician, §1,500; photographer, $1,200; 5 computers, at $1,200 each; librarian,
§L400; foreman ang.hcapmin of tite watch, ﬁ
a -

nt, as follows: For
; for P&ymastar—Genanl‘s
t thtermaster‘u office, §3.000; for War
; for Record end Pension Office, §3,200;

te

000; earpen 3
) » assistant on equatorial, §1,000; assistant in aat;:t?:gn%inf:gre;,
gsuénm 3 firemen; 6 watchmen; elevator conductor, $§720; and 9 laborers; inall,

Mr. MORGAN. I wish to ask the chairman of the committee
why an assistant in spectroscopic work is provided for in the bill.
Iam informed upon very high authority that recent reports of
the Observatory do not show that any of this kind of work has
been done there.

Mr, ALLISON. The chief astronomer of the Observatory not
only wrote a letter on this subject, but he u.lslg:fpeared before us
and said this was a necessary provision to e. The Superin-
terxdent of the Observatory approved it. ‘

Mr. MORGAN, Isthere any such officer as chief astronomer?

Mr. ALLISON. I do not know that there is any such office.
thMﬁ.ﬂJi\IOB.GAN. I do not find any designation of that kind in

e bill.

Mr. ALLISON. The professor in charge of the astronomical
work, Professor Brown, is the gentleman who came before us.

Mr. MORGAN. I have drawn attention to this subject, not
that I propose to move any amendment that would disturb the
order of the bill, unless the Senator from Iowa thinks it ought to
be done; but I want to call the attention of the Senate to the fact
that this great Observatory is without any real organization in
law, and it is a haphazard, piecemeal sort of arrangement by
which it has been put under the Navy ent. It was first
called the National Observatory of the United States. It was
afterwards called the Naval Observatory of the United States, and
was put under the Navy Department. No head or management;
of the Observatory, as I understand it, has ever been appointed or
given the direction of it, but an officer of the Navy is detailed to
take charge of the Observatory from time to time, who controls
this matter. However, it is not a military office in any sense of
the word, and it does not follow that a man educated at Annapo-

lis has any very special training in astronomy. It seems to me
that that great institution is very badly crippled for want of a
proper organization.

‘We have here npon the recommendation of what is called the
chief astronomer a provision by which an assistant spectroscopist
is to be appointed, and yet they have made no reports recently of
any work of that kind in the observatory. I suppose there must
be work of that kind going on, but the reports ought to show it
if they are of any value at all.

Now, this great Observatory, perhaps the largest national ob-
servatory in the world—I think it is the largest one in the world—
not larger, perhaps, though more costly, than some of the private
observatories—has cost the Government of the United States for
the site, buildings, grounds, and ontfit $655,845, and the roads,
pathways, and gradings $95,900, making a total cost or $751,745.

As I understand it, the observatory does not have the rank
amongst the observatories of the United States that it ought to
have. There is very valuable woerk done there, a great deal of if,
no doubt, but simply for the want of proper organization the work
has not been conducted in the way it ought to be. I have intro-
duced a bill in the Senate fo organize the Observatory, for it has
never had any organization.

I wanted to call the attention of the chairman of the committee
to this particular appropriation, with a view of drawing outsome
expression from him, or from some one who is informed particu-
larly on the subject, about certain points. Congress, it seems, has
neither defined ri:a objects for which the Observatory was founded,
made any provision for its control, or appointed any authority to
determine whatit should do or toreport upon its work, nor assigned
to it any public function. What the Navy Department has been
able to do is to provide for its government as a naval station,
appoint an officer to command it, detail professors in the Navy
for duty, give to the senior of these professors the title of astro-
nomical direcfor, and charge him with the duty of determining
what astronomical work shall be done. But, as far as known, it
has never been able to provide the head of the establishment, or
the astronomical director, with any instructions or suggestions
as to what the Observatory shonld do.

I am willing that this assistant spectroscopist shall be appointed
and that he shall have the salary proposed to be paid under this
proposed act, at the present time, because it seems that every-
thing which is suggested here by a naval officer who is connected
with the Observatory goes without any regulations of law at all.
There is no law to regunlate the National Observatory.

I trust the Senator from Iowa will explain to us what is the
necessity for this provision.

Mr. CHANDLER. Mr. President, I am very glad that this sub-
ject has attracted the attention of the Senator from Alabama,

he SBenator will find a report from the Naval Committee accom-
panying a bill for the reorganization of the Naval Observatory.

Mr. MORGAN. I have seen that report.

Mr, CHANDLER. That bill was the fruit of a careful investi-
gation made by a board of visitors consisting of three eminent
astronomers, a Senator, and a member of the House of Represent-
atives, who visited the Observatory a year ago last summer, I
ask the Senator to look at the report of that board.

Mr. MORGAN. Ihave examined the report.

Mr. CHANDLER. And alsoI will commend to him as a very
clear and candid exposition of the whole subject, in addition to
the report, some remarks of mine made last winter. They are
lengthy, but they are instructive; and when the naval appropria-
tion bill comes up I hope the Senator will aid myself and the com-
mittee in securing some appropriate legislation to improve the
management of the Observatory; but it is not proposed by that
bill to take the Observatory wholly away from naval control. It
is proposed to establish a permanent board of visitors, on which
shall be some of the most eminent astronomers, and also to make
the astronomical ¢ a corps of civil officers, instead of a corps
of life officers in the Navy. There are other incidental improve-
ments of administration which are recommended. I hope there
will be some legislation on the subject.

There is not, I will add, perfect satisfaction among the astrono-
mers of the country with the work of the National Observatory;
and it was that dissatisfaction which led to the appointment o
this board of visitors,

The subject is worthy of the very careful consideration of the
Senate and of Congress, but not, I submit to the Senator from Ala-
bama, in connection with this appropriation, which must be made,

Mr. MORGAN. I was quite aware of that.

Mr. CHANDLER. I wish further to say that the recommenda-
tions of a slight enl ment of the appropriation of last year for
the special work alluded to in this bill as it now stands are, in m
opinion, very judicious, and I hope the Senator from Alabama
not endeavor to prevent their adoption.

Mr. MORGAN. No, Mr. President, I did not set out with a
view of preventing the adoption of this particular amendment,
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but to call attention to the want of organization of the National
Observatory, or the Naval Observatory, as we call it.

I remember distinctly and well the vemla and learned speech
made by the Senator from New Hampshire [Mr. CHANDLER] on
the subject, and I think every other Senator remembers it. It
gave great gratification to the Senate and the country, as did the

rt to which the Senator refers, My attention was drawn to
this subject by that report and by the Senator’s remarks, and I
took it upon myself to confer with some gentlemen of eminence
as astronomers to ascertain what their views were upon the sub-
ject of the reorganization of the Naval Observatory.

Mr. CHANDLER. And the bill introduced by the Senator on
the subject is now before the Naval Committee.

Mr. MORGAN. Yes; and I hopethe committee will give atten-
tion to it.

Mr. ALLISON. Just one word. Professor Brown, who ap-
peared before the committee to explain this matter, called attention
to the fact that the ** assistant on equatorial ” was a highly skilled
and well-educated astronomer, and a young man who had ambi-
fion in that direction. He was borne on the rolls and is now
borne on the rolls as a skilled laborer at $720 a year. The other,
the ‘““ assistant in spectroscopic work,” named here, is on the rolls
as a skilled laborer at §720 a year. The committee, upon its own
volition, after seeing the changes which were necessary to be
made, believed that these two young men, both highly educated,
and skilled in the special work to which they are assigned, should
have increased compensation, and so we made this change to
glightly increase their compensation.

Mr. GALLINGER. What is the proposed increase?

Mr. ALLISON. From $720 to $1.000 a year each. That is all
there is in the amendment. We reduce the number of laborers,

Mr. MORGAN, I did not rise to make any reflection upon the
amendment.

Mr, ALLISON. Iagree with the Senator that it may be neces-
sary to raorgnuiza the Naval Observatory. That has been in con-
templation for some years; but, of course, it can not properly be
done at this time on an appropriation bill,

The amendment was agreed to.

The reading of the bill was resumed.

Mr, ALLISON. On page 93, line 11, after the words *‘one
thousand,” I move to insert “ two hundred;” so as to make the
appropriation for the salary of the assistant drafteman in the
Burean of Steam Engineeri:glsi,%o.

The amendment was agreed to.

Mr. ALLISON. I now move, in line 13, to change the total of
the appropriation for the Bureau of Steam Engineering from
$12,540 to $12,740 to correspond with the amendment just made.

The amendment was agreed to.

The reading of the bill was resumed.

Mr. ALLISON. On behalf of the Committee on Appropria-
tions, on page 94, line 3, in the clause making appropriations for
the ‘* Burean of Supplies and Accounts,” I move to strike out the
word *‘two,” where it first occurs, and insert *three;” in line 4,
before the words *‘ clerks of class 1,” to strike out *‘eleven ™ and
insert * ten;” and in line 7, after the word ** thousand,” to strike
out *‘six ” and insert ‘‘eight.”

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The amendment will be stated.

The SECRETARY. On page 94, line 3, before the words * clerks
of class 2,” it is proposed to strike out ““two” and insert
““three;” in line 4, before the words *‘ clerks of class 1,” to strike
out “‘eleven” and insert *‘ten;” and in line 7, after the word
“‘ thousand,” to strike out * six” and insert ** eight; ” so as to make
the clause read:

Bureau of Supplies and Accounts: For chief clerk, £,000; 3 clerks of class
4; 6 clerks of class 3; 3 clerks of class 2; 2 stenographers, at §1,400 each; 10
clerks of class 1: 5 clerks, at §1,000 each; 1 assistant ) ger
boy, $420, and 1 laborer; in all, $42,800.

The amendment was agreed to.

The reading of the bill was resumed. The next amendment of
the Committee on Appropriations was, under the head of ** De-
partment of the Interior,” on page 95, line 11, to increase the ap-
5r0priation for salary of the chief clerk as superintendent of the

atent Office building and other buildings of the Department of
the Interior, from * $250 additional ” to * $500 additional; ” on page
96, line 8, to increase the number of clerks of class 4 in the office
of the Secretary of the Interior, from ‘12 * to *“14;” in the same
line, to increase the number of “ clerks of class 3" from *“11" to
14;" in line 9, te increase the number of ** clerks of class 2" from
%13 to “*18;” in the same line, to increase the number of *‘clerks
of class 1" from **277 to **28;” in line 14 to increase the number
of ““clerks at $1,000 each” from *2” to *‘5;” and on page 97,
line 5, to increase the total appropriation for maintenance of the
office of the Secretary of the Interior, from $249,000 to $268,910.

The amendment was agreed to.

Mr. ALLISON. On page 95, line 23, before the words *‘special

tors,” I move to strike out “ two " and insert * four.”
e amendment was agreed to.

Mr. ALLISON. Onpage97,line6, before the word *‘ thousand,”

I move to strike out * -eight” and insert “ seventy-three,” so

as to increase the total of the appropriations for the office of the
Secretary of the Interior, in accordance with the amendment just
made, from *‘ $268,910" to ** §273,910.”

The amendment was a d to.

The reading of the bill was resumed. The next amendment of
the Committee on Appropriations was, on page 97, line 23, after
the word ‘‘dollars,” to insert *‘ assistant attorney, $2,750;" in line
24, before the word ‘ assistant,” to strike out *four” and insert
‘‘three:” on page 98, line 1, after the word ‘‘ each,” to strike out
“additional to one assistant attorney, $250;” so as to make the
clause read:

Office of Assistant Attorney-General: For assistant attorney, $3,000; as-
sistant attorney, §2,750; 3 assistant attorneys, at §2,500 each; 4 assistant attor-
neys, at £.250 each; 10 assistant attorneys, at 2,000 each; 4 clerks of class 3, 1
of whom shall act as aunowhar and 1 of whom shall be a stenographer
and typewriter; 1 clerk of ¢ 1; in all, $49,850.

The amendment was agreed to.

The next amendment was, on page 101, line 13, before the word
‘“clerks,” to strike out * fourteen” and insert ** fifteen;” in line
22, before the word ** assistant,” to strike out * two' and insert
“four;” in line 23, before the word ** laborers,” to strike out * two”
and insert “‘three;” in the same line, after the word **laborers,”
to strike out *‘ female messenger, 5840;” in line 24, after the word
‘“dollars,” to insert *‘4 charwomen;” and on page 102, line 2, be-
fore the word ** dollars,” to strike out ** thirty-four thousand five
hundred” and insert ** thirty-eight thousand three hundred and
twenty;” so as to make the clause read:

Indian office: For the Commissioner of Indian Affairs, $4,000; Assistant
Commissioner, who shall also perform the duties of chief clerk, $.000; finan-
cial clerk, £2,000; chief of division, $2.000; principal bookkeeper, §1,800; 5 clerks
of class 4; 13 clerks of class 3; draftsman, $1,600; draftsman, §1.500; architect,
£1,500; stenographer, §1.600; stenoﬁmpher, $1,400; 11 clerks of class 2; 26 clerks
of class 1; 14 clerks, at §1,000 each; 1 stenographer, and 1 clerk to superintend-
ent of Indian schools, at §1,000 each, 17 copyists; 1 messenger; 4 assistant
messengers; 3 laborers; messenger boy, $300; 4 charwomen; in all, §138,320.

The amendment was agreed to,

The next amendment was, on page 103, line 6, to increase the
appropriation for the salary of *‘ captain of the watch of the Pen-
gion Office,” from **$8407 to **§900,” and in line 10, to increase the
total appropriation for the maintenance of the Pension Office,
from $1.971,210 to $1,971,270.

The amendment was agreed to.

The next amendment was. under the head of *Department of
the Interior,” on page 106, after line 6, to insert:

For equipment of new scientific library rooms with steel stacks and other
fireproof and labor-saving furniture and apparatus, $5,000.

The amendment was agreed to.

The next amendment was, on page 107, line 12, to increase the
appropriation for the salary of the Commissioner of Education
from ** $3,000" to * $3,500,” and on page 108, line 8, to increase the
total appropriation for the maintenance of the Bureau of Educa-
tion, from *‘$51,820" to **$52,820.”

The amendment was agreed to.

Mr. ALLISON. I move fo insert before the word “educa-
tional,” at the beginning of line 19, on page 107, the words “ Span-
ish-American;” in the same line, before the word * hundred,” to
strike ont *‘ four” and insert **six;” and on page 108, line 3, before
the word ‘*hundred,” to strike out * three” and insert * five;” so
as to make the total $52,520,

The amendment was agreed to.

The reading of the bill was resumed. The next amendment of
the Committee on Appropriations was, on page 108, line 18, after
the word *‘periodicals,” to insert ‘* newspapers;” and in line 20,
after the word *‘of,” to insert *‘books, and;” so as to make the
clause read:

For books for library, current educational periodicals, ne pers, other
gﬁrorent publications, and completing valuable sets of boo‘ks. sng periodicals,

The amendment was agreed to.

Mr, ALLISON. On page 109, after line 5, on behalf of the com-
mittee, I move to insert what I send to the E[esk, as a new clause,

The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr, GALLINGER in the chair).
The amendment will be stated.

thhe SECRETARY. After line 5, on page 109, it is proposed to in-
sert:

Office of the Commissioner of Railroads: For commissioner, $4,500; 1 clerk
of class 2; 1 clerk, §1,000; 1 assistant messenger; in all, §7.620: Provided, That
the office of Commissioner of Railroads is hereby continued until the 30th
day of June, 1802, when the same shall terminate, and the duties of the com-
missioner shall be transferred to the Secretary of the Interior, together with
the records and files of the office.

The amendment was agreed to.

The reading of the bill was resumed. The next amendment of
the Committee on Appropriations was, on page 111, line 8, to in-
crease the appropriation for clerks in the office of the surveyor-
general and ex officio secretary of the district of Alaska from
$3,000 to $5,000, and, in the same line, fo increase the total appro-
priation for the office of the surveyor-general and ex officio secre-
“Fﬁl“ the district of Alaska from $7,000 to $9,000.

e amendment was agreed to.

The next amendment was, on pa.ﬂfe 112, line 5, to increase the

appropriation for clerks in the office of the surveyor-general of
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Colorado from $10,000 to $11,500, and, in line 6, to increase the
total appropriation for the maintenance of the office of the sur-
veyor-general of Colorado from $12,000 to $13,500,

e amendment was agreed to.

The next amendment was, on page 112, line 19, to increase the
appropriation for clerks in the office of the surveyor-general of
Iguho from $8,000 to 89,000, and, in line 20, to increase the total
appropriation for the maintenance of the office of the surveyor-
general of Idaho from $10,000 to $11,000.

The amendment was agreed to.

The next amendment was, on page 113, line 14, to increase the
appropriation for clerks in the office of the surveyor-general of
]!Pontana from $11,000 to $12,000, and, in line 15, to increase the
total appropriation for the maintenance of the office of surveyor-
general of Montana from §13,000 to $14,000.

The amendment was agreed to. ,

The next amendment was, on page 113, line 21, to increase the
appropriation for clerk in the office of the surveyor-general of

evada from $1,500 to $2,500, and, in line 22, to increase the total
appropriation for the maintenance of the office of surveyor-general
of Nevada from $3,300 to $4,300.

The amendment was agreed to.

The reading of the bill was continued to the end of line 11, on
page 115,

Mr, ALLISON. On page 115, line 10, I move to strike out
“eight” and insert “* ten,” and in line 11 to strike out ““ten” and
insert “twelve.”

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senator from Iowa proposes
an amendment, which will be stated.

The SECRETARY. In line 10, page 115, it is proposed to strike
out ‘‘eight” and insert “ten,” and in line 11 to strike out *‘ten™
and insert *‘ twelve;” so as to read:

For surveyor-general of Utah, £,000; and for the clerks in his office, §10,000;
in all, §12,000.

The amendment was agreed to.

The reading of the bill was resumed. The next amendment of
the Committee on Appropriations was on page 115, line 18, to in-
crease the a&propriation for clerks in the oftice of the surveyor-

neral of Washington from $8,800 to $9,400, and in line 19 to

crease the total appropriation for office of the surveyor-general
of Washington from §10,800 to §11,400.

The amendment was agreed to.

The next amendment was, on page 115, line 25, after the word
“office,” to strike out * six thousand three” and insert *‘seven
thousand two;” in line 2, page 116, before the word “ hundred,”
to strike out ‘‘eight thousand three” and insert ‘‘nine thousand
two;” and in line 7, before the word ** dollars,” to insert * three
hundred and fifteen;” so as to read:

For surveyor-general of Wyoming, §2,000; and for the clerks in his offi
§7.200; in all, $9.900. e, 0y

For rent of office for the surveyor-general, pa¥ of messenger, stationery
and supplies, lights, ice, post-office box rent, drafting instruments, mounting
man=, towels, books of reference for office use, and oghar

incidental expenses,

The amendment was agreed to.

The next amendment was, on page 119, line 23, to increase the
number of clerks of class 4 in the office of the Third Assistant
Postmaster-General from 5 to 6; in line 24 to increase the num-
ber of clerksof class 1 from 26 to 27; in line 25 to increase the num-
berof clerks at $1,000 each from 13 to 14; on page 120, line 1, to
increase the number of assistant messengers from 3 to 4; and in
line 3 to increase the total appropriation for the maintenance of
the office of the Third Assistant Postmaster-General from $157,650
to $162,770.

The amendment was agreed to.

The next amendment was, on page 120, line 8, to reduce the
maximum per diem allowance for assistant superintendents of
registry system, when actually traveling on business of the De-
partment, from $4 to $3 per day.

The amendment was agreed to.

The next amendment was, on page 121, line 20, to increase the
appropriation for the salary of one electrician in the office of the
disbursing clerk from $1,200 to $1,400; and on page 122, line 11,
to increase the total appropriation for the maintenance of the
office of the disbursing clerk from $93,280 to $93,480.

The amendment was agreed to.

The next amendment was, on page 123, line 12, before the word
‘“dollars,” to strike out ‘‘one thousand five hundred” and insert
¢two thousand;” in line 14, before the word ** dollars,” to insert
“five hundred;” in line 16, before the word * hundred,” to strike
out “eight” and insert **nine;” and in line 17, after the word
““dollars,” to insert **including $100 for the office of the Auditor
for the Post-Office Department;” so as to make the clause read:

For miscellaneons items, including $2.000 for the office of the Auditor of

the Post-Office Department, 15,500, of which sum not ex $3,085 may
hone service, and not exceeding $00, including $100 for

be expended for te! ?ﬁ:
the office of the Auditor for the Post-Office Department, may be::xendad
for law bool books

ks, books of reference, railway guides, city directories,
necessary to conduct the business of the Bepartmen?:

The amendment was agreed to.

The next amendment was, on page 126, line 23, after the word
“‘dollars,” to insert ‘‘law clerk, $2,000;” and on page 127, line 2,
before the word ‘thousand,” to strike out * twenty-eight” and
insert * thirty;” so as to make the clause read:

Office of the Solicitor of the : For Bolicitor of the Treasury, $4,500;
assistant solicitor, $3,000; chief clerk, £2,000; law clerk, $2.000; 4 clerks of class
4; 4 clerks of class 3; 8 clerks of class 2; 1 assistant messenger; and 1 laborer;
in all, £30,680.

Mr. ALLISON. Imove to amend the amendment by striking
out *‘ four,” in line 24, and inserting * three;” and in line 2, page
127, by striking ount *‘ $30,680 " and inserting ** $29,080.”

The SECRETARY. On page 126, line 24, it is proposed to strike
out * four” and insert‘’ three;” and on page 127, line 2, to strike
out **$30,680 " and insert * $29,080; " so as to make the clauseread:

Office of the Bolicitor of the Treasury: For Solicitor of the Treasury,
$4.500; assistant solicitor, §3,000; chief clerk, £2,000; law clerk, §2,000; 4 clerks
of class 4. 3 clerks of class 8, 3 clerks of class 2, 1 assistant messenger, and 1
laborer; in all, §20,080.

The amendment to the amendment was agreed to.

The amendment as amended was agreed to.

Mr. RAWLINS. I should like to invite the attention of the
Senator in charge of this bill to page 115. I see we have passed
over the provision commencing in line 10 on that page.

Mr. ALLISON. I have moved and the Senate has inserted the
amendment su ted by the Senator some time ago.

3131(!)'60 I}AWL 8. Increasing the appropriation from $8,000 to
Mr. ALLISON. Striking ont *‘eight” and inserting * ten.”
Mr, JONES of Arkansas, Was there an agreement that com-

mittee amendments should all be disposed of before any others

should be taken up?

Mr. ALLISON., There was.

Mr. JONES of Arkansas. I wish to offer an amendment to a
part of l’:}:e bill which has been passed over, and I desire to reserve
my right.

. ALLISON. We will be through with the reading of the
bill in a moment. :

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Unanimous consent was given
that committee amendments should first receive consideration.

The reading of the bill was resumed and continued to the end
of line 11, on &ge 128,

Mr. BUTLER. I should like to ask the Senator in charge of
the bill what the appropriation in line 11 is for. It says for
b ﬁgcnnnf strike data.”

_ Mr. ALLISON. The Commissioner of Labor has had under

investigation the question of strikes. It is not quite completed,

and it is intended to expend this money, if necessary, to complete
the data. It pertains to our country, and I think he has some

information in reference to other countries. .
Mr. BUTLER. Itisto be expended for newspapers. Can the

Senator tell what kind of newspapers will be subscribed for in or-

der to secure information, and where they are located?

Mr. ALLISON. I should think it would be expended in the
purchase of newspapers that describe strikes. I am mnot sure
abonut the details, I should think that would be the way it wounld
be done. The Commissioner of Labor is investigating this subject,
and I think has made one report upon it.

Mr. GALLINGER. He has.

Mr, ALLISON. And probably he will make another one.

Mr. BUTLER, Itis a peculiar provision. If we are to havea
regf:t it will be based on certain newspaper information it seems,

. ALLISON. It will cost only $100 in all. Ithink the Com-
missioner of Labor can be trusted with that sum of money for
that purpose. ’

Mr. BUTLER. It is not the amount. Itis more the source of
information from which we are to get a report on strikes.

Mr. ALLISON. I suppose hewill verify the reportin this mat-
ter as in other matters.

The reading of the bill was resumed. The next amendment of
the Committee on Appropriations was, on page 130, line 8, to in-
crease the appropriation for the salary of the reporter of the
United States district court for the Territory of Hawaii from
§1,200 to 81,500; and in line 9 to increase the total appropriation
g:;r ;al:loﬂinbenant‘.ﬁ, district court, Territory of Hawaii, from $4,200 to

The amendment was agreed to.

The next amendment was, on page 131, line 5, after the word
““and,” to strike out ‘“one” and insert **two;” so as to make the
clause read:

To enable the At-tornay-GenamItoetInIploysuchmtmt attorneys. agents,
a‘tanograﬁl!mm. and experts to aid the United States attorney for said court
as may be necessary to conduct the business of the Court of Private Land
Claims during the fiscal year 1902, $5,000.

The amendment was agreed to.

The next amendment was, on page 1381, line 12, to increase the
appropriation for the salary of reporter, court of appeals, District
of Columbia, from §1,000 to $1,500,

The amendment was agreed to.

The next amendment was, on page 131, line 18, to increase the
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total appropriation for the maintenance of the court of appeals,
District of Columbia, from $25,720 to $26,220.

The amendment was agreed to.

The next amendment was, in the items for commissioners, Yel-
lowstone Park, on page 132, after line 15, to insert:

For contingent fund for commissioner's office, incl fuel, furnit
and ummrymmjsceﬂnneous expenses, $350. e oy o

The amendment was agreed to.

The next amendment was, on page 132, line 21, to increase the
appropriation for the salary of the chief clerk of the Court of

aims from $3.000 to 3,500, and on page 133, line 5, to increase
the total ap iation for the maintenanceof the Counrtof Claims
from $44,540 to $45,040.

The amendment was agreed to.

The next amendment was, on page 134, line 14, after the word
“ competent,” to insert the following proviso:

Provided, That such temporary clerks who have been in the service of the
Government for two years, and who have demonstrated their efficiency, may,
in the discretion of the Secretary of the Department in which they are em-
ployed, be appointed to fill vacancies in the classified service whenever such
vacancies occur.

Mr. LODGE. Mr. President, against that amendment I make
the point of order. It is clearly new legislation and a change in
the existing law.
ofThg PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Chair sustains the point

order.

Mr. ALLISON. I am sorry.

The Secretary resumed andY concluded the reading of the bill.

Mr. ALLISON. I ask attention to page 120. In the items for
the office of the Fourth Assistant Postmaster-General, line 21,
page 120, I move to strike out *nine” before *‘ clerks” and insert
*twelve;” so as to read:

Twelve clerks, at §1,000 each.

The amendment was agreed to.

Mr. ALLISON. In line 25, I move to strike ont * eleven,” be-
fore “‘thousand,” and insert * fourteen;” so as to read:

In all, §114,500.

The amendment was to.

Mr. ALLISON. On page 5, after line 16, I move to insert:

For additional amount for the clerk to the Committee on Rules for revis-
’;f“d &rgﬁ:;mg for publication biennially, under the direction of the com-

ttee, ate Manual, §1,000.

The amendment was agreed to.

Mr. ALLISON. On page 60, in the items for the office of the
Commissioner of Internal Revenue,in line 18, after the word * of,”
I move to insert:

Bixteen additional agents, to be appointed under the provision of section 3
of said act, in lien of the.

So as to read:

e L35 PeSviRted of Soation Bof weid act, B toa of £ ten Sadibonal agerte
provided for in section 3, etc.

On the same page, in line 21, I move to strike out, before *thou-
sand,” the words **six hundred and fifty” and insert ** four hun-
dred;” so as to read **$400,000.”

This amendment is recommended by the Commissioner of In-
ternal Revenue.

The amendment was agreed to.

Mr. ALLISON. On page 62, I move to insert several amend-
ments. They relate to the office of assistant treasurer at Cincin:
nati. They slightly increase the total amount, but the arrange-
ment of clerks and employees is changed according to the esti-
mates of the Secretar;- of the Treasury. On page 62, line 22, after
the word * thousand,” where it first occurs, I move toinsert ** two
hundred and fifty;” so as to read:

Cashier, §2,250.

The amendment was agreed to.

Mr, ALLISON. In line 24, I move to strike out the words 2
clerks, at $1,200 each,” and to insert in lien thereof:

Paying teller, $§1,500; coin and exchange teller, $1,200.

The amendment was agreed to.

Mr. ALLISON. On page 63, lines 3 and 4, I move to strike out
the words: i

Two night watchmen, at §720 each.

And to insert in lien thereof:

Clerk and watchman, §840; night watchman, $600.

The amendment was agreed to. ;

Mr. ALLISON. In line 4, on the same page, I move to strike
out ‘*six hnndred ” and insert ** seven hundred and twenty ” before
the word ** dollars;” go as to read:

Messenger, §720.

The amendment was agreed to.

Mr. ALLISON. In line 5 I move to ¢hange the total from
“8[9,3&0” to 51320’030.»

The amendment was to.

Mr, ALLISON. I have no further amendments to present.

v

Mr. JONES of Arkansas. I move, on page 1206, after line 2, to
insert what I send to the desk.

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The amendment will be stated.

The SECRETARY. After line 2, page 126, insert:

To authorize the Attorney-General to employ an additional assistant at-
torney to be assigned to represent the United States befors committees of
the Senate or House of Representatives in relation to bills for the payment
or allowance of claims against the United States, §1,000. Records or minutes
of the cases in which such attorney appears shall be kept in the Department
of Justice, which shall show brietly the name of the claimant, amount of
claim, and the facts on which the claim is based, with a memorandum of the
def nt against such claims, together with the action of

of the Gover
Congress thereon.

Mr. JONES of Arkansas. Mr. President, every Senator who
has served upon the Committee on Claims or the Committee on
Indian Affairs, or other similiar committees in the Senate, will
recognize the fact that members of those committees are expected
to act Eractica}ly as attorneys for the Government and as judges
in all the cases of large claims that are presented here against the
Government. There are always attorneys employed to represent
the side of claimants. They present only co much of the cla’ms
as is absolutely necessary to make their case ont. They present
nothing that will be a defense on the part of the Government,
No one can blame those people for making their cases ount as strong
as they can make them. It is absolu‘ely impossible for members
of the committee to find the facts or to keep the facts together
which are necessary to defend the Government against these
claims,

I have myself seen instances of grossinjustice done the Govern-
ment by the passage of claims of this kind, where if there had
been an attorney whose duty it was to make up and present the
defense of the Government upon the request of the chairman of
the committee, justice would have been done, and the Govern-
ment would have been protected againstinjustice. Ibelieve.and I
have believed for years, that it is necessary to have such an off cer,
who shall be summoned by the chairman of the committee or by
the committee itself, to present the defense of the Government
against claims of this kind when they are presented, so that what-
ever defense the Government may have against the claims shall
be fairly understood.

In many of these cases when a committee has gone into it fully
and understands whatever of defense there is against the claim it
will be dropped, it will not be prosecuted, it will pass out of mind.
There is no record kept of the defense for the Government, as there
is no record kept of what is in the minds of members of the com-
mittee which would show that the claim onght not to be paid.

If this amendment passes, there will be an officer whose duty it
is to keep & record of matters of this kind in the Department of
Justice, so that whenever a claim has been disposed of adversely
at one time it can not be brought up again on an ex g:rtaa showing
and have the claim allowed simply because no one happens to be
on the committee who is familiar with the facts. It is an econ-
omy to have this done. It should have been done years ago, and
I hope there will be no objection to it on the part of any member
of the committee or on the part of any Senator.

The PRESIDENT pro fempore. The question is on agreeing to
the amendment offered by the Senator from Arkansas.

Mr. CHANDLER. Mr. President, I desire to speak to the
amendment. I am not prepared to oppose the amendment, and
yet it is a new and unusual thing. Here is a proposition to re-
quire practically the executive department of the Government
to employ counsel to appear for the Government before commit-
tees of the legislative department of the Government. It seems
to me that that is unnecessary. Any committee of this body has
the right now to send, not for a particular officer of the Govern-
ment, but for any officer of the Government, to furnish all the in-
formation within the possession of the executive branch concern-
ing any particular claim. We have full power., We can exhaust
the resonrces of the executive and bring before the committees
everything which the records and archives of the Government can
furnish connected with a claim.

Now, Mr. President, having this anthority, it does not occur to
me that we ought to provide by statute for an assistant attorney-
general whose business it shall be to appear before committees
of Congress., I am not certain that it might not work well in
practice, but I am extremely suspicious of all attempts to com-
mingle the powers of the various branches of the Government. I
hesitate very muchabout agreeing to the amendment. Hasitbeen
con_’sidered by the committee, I will ask the Senator from Arkan-
8as!

Mr. JONES of Arkansas, It was considered by the Committee
on Indian Affairs in connection with one of these claims and was
unanimonsly recommended by that committee,

Mr. CHANDLER. Mr. President, I wounld be willing to vote,
of course, $3,000 for the salary of another assistant attorney-
general if the Attorney-General should say, ‘‘I want such an
officer, because I have occasion to send information to the com-
mittees of Congress and to nt the views of the Government
in opposition to claims against the Government.” I should say
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then, furnish him the additional officer. But providing by law
that the executive branch of the Government shall defend a claim

ing before a committee of Congress, making a docket of such
MM&, is so unusual that I am constrained to believe it is
unwise

Mr. JONES of Arkansas, The proposition in the amendment
is that this officer, an assistant attorney—not an assistant attorney-
general, but an attorney—shall be em?loyad by the Degxhnent
of Justice, who shall, on the request of a committee or the chair-
man of the committee, appear for the purpose of presenting the
Government's side of one of these claims.

Mr. PLATT of Connecticut. Mr, President, I hope this amend-
ment will be adopted. Claims that are meritorious are often
refused by Congress for the reason that they are not carefully ex-
amined and can not be carefully examined, while claims that are
not meritorious are pushed through Congress upon a one-sided,
specious presentation of the case. Any Senator who has been on
a committee before which claims have been pending against the
Government has felt the necessity of having some one upon whom
he or the committee conld call to give all the facts in the case on
the Government's side of it. We get all the facts on the claim-
ant’s side, and we get them presented very skillfully and very
plausibly, but we get nothing of the facts on the Government’s
side of the case.

I think that an officer of this sort, u whom we might call,
would facilitate the payment of honest claims against the Govern-
ment and would do very much o prevent the passage of claims
which ought not to be passed.

Mr. McCOMAS. May I ask the Senator a question before he
takes his seat? Why should not such claims, with a prima facie
appearance of right, be sent to the Court of Claims, where the
Government has ample attorneys for that purpose?

Mr. PLATT of Connecticut. The Committee on Claims re-
ported here last year a bill, I think, of eight or ten million dollars—
somethinriof that sorf. These claims come to Congress. A good
many of them are sent to the Court of Claims, but it is impossible
to send all of them there. A great many of them have to be
passed upon by Congeas. I do not think this would interfere
with the executive getmant any more than if a committee
should eend for mﬁ:m r of an Executive ent, as the
Senator from New pshire says we have a right to send.

Mr. McCOMAS. If a dozen committees should meet on the
same morning and should want an attorney, it would scarcely be
very effective to assist a dozen committees. .

. PLATT of Connecticut. The attorney would at least do
this: He would know the claims that are pending before Congress,
and in the vacation he would be devoting his attention to those
claims to find out whether they were supported by facts on which
payments ought to be made,

Mr. TELLER, Mr. President, I wish to su to the Senator
moving the amendment thathe amend it so that this officer shall
appear before a committee only at the invitation of the committee.

Mr. JONES of Arkansas. That was the intention, and if it is
not so expressed in the amendment, I simply omitted it. Let the
words * at the request of any committee of either the Senate or
the House” be inserted.

Mr. TELLER. That should be done. He should not be re-
quired to come simply because there is a claim pending.
ﬂnl:h-. JONES of Arkansas, Certainly not. I never intended it

t way.

oir. CHANDLER. It isso provided.

Mr, TELLER. Itis notso provided in the amendment,

Mr.CHANDLER. Iunderstood it tobeprovided thatheshould
come at the request of a committes,

Mr. JONES of Arkansas. That is what I intended.

Mr. TELLER. I read it over hastily, but I do not think you
will find that that will be the inference.

Mr. JONES of Arkansas, If itis not so , I intended
it to be, and I will accept the suggestion. Ifshouldread, *‘atthe
T of committees of either the Senate or the House.”

he PRESIDENT pro tempore. The amendment will be again
read to the Senate.

The Secretary read the amendment, as follows:

To authorize the Attorney-General to employ an additional assistant at-
torney to be assigned to represent the United States before committees of
the Senate or House of Representatives in relation to bills for the payment
or allowance of claims ng.Pm.t the United States, $£3,000. Records or minutes
of the cases in which such attorney appears shall be kept in the Department
of Justice, which shall chow briefly the name of the claimant, amount of
claim, and the facts on which the claim is based, with & memorandum of the
defenses of the Government against such claims, together with the action of
Congress thereon.

Mr. JONES of Arkansas. I agree with the Senator from Colo-

0.
Mr. TELLER. It should be chan

in that way. .
The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Senator from Arkansas
modifies his amendment.

Mr. CHANDLER. Mr. President, I still warn Senators that

they are building up a most extraordinary bureau in the Attcrney-
General’s Office. 'Bhe assistant attorney-general will soon want
an assistant attorney. I do not know what an assistant attorney
of the United States is. The is peculiar in that respect.
He should be, of course, an assistant atforney-general, if he is fo

ap‘Fau in this way. ¥
herewi]lsoonberecﬁ].red an assistant to the assistant and a
clerk. We shall soon bave in the Attorney-General’s Office a
burean for the defense of claims pending before the committees
of the two Houses of Congress
Departments will be relieved of the reslp)gnsibilit.y of placing the
facts constituting the defense of claims before the committees of
the two Houses, You will immediately, when you establish this
bureau, relieve the Becretar{ of the Interior and the Secretary of
War from the duty of watching unjust claims that are pendi
before Congress and are being investigated by committees, an
on will transfer that to this new and extraorﬂmma branch or
u or office of the executive department of the Government
of the United States.

Mr. President, I venture to say that it is an anomaly which does
not exist anywhere in any government, where the legislative
branch of the government insists upon having provided a partic-
ular attorney for the executive branch of the government to
appear before the legislative branch of the government in the
defense of claims. e substitute for all the Secretaries and all
the subordénat.e ofﬁoe}'sssat oglaq m mtﬁ?ﬁm one assistant
attorney at a salary of §3,000, put upon @ responsibility
of appearing to communicate fo Congress the facts constituting
the defenses fo these claims.

Now, Mr, President, beware of the beginnings of a movement
of this kind. If the Attorney-General finds so much is wanted of
him in connection with claims pending here that he needs another
assistant attorney-general, let us give it to him; but the amend-
ment of the Senator from Arkansas to transfer to the
Department of Justice from the various heads of the Depart-
ments their duty of notifying committees and to put upon the
Department of Justice the duty of presenting the defenses of the
G%vinsist . it that that bility ough be tak

upon i at responsibility ought not to be taken
from the various Secretaries and transferred to the Department
of Justice, but that the power of Congress over all the Depart-
ments of the Government and over every officer of all the De-
partments of the Government should be maintained without con-
centrating the defense of claims in one assistant attorney.

I repeat, Mr. President, one man will prove entirely inadequate
to this work. If we goon according to the spirit and intention of
the amendment proposed by the Senator from Arkansas, we are
establishing an executive bureau of the Government whose sole
business it shall be fo defend claims against the Government
pending in the legislative branch.

Mr. STEWART. Mr. President, I regret that there should be
‘any opposition to thisamendment. Ihave been on the Committee
on Claims for many years. It is impossible for a Senator on that
committee to look up the facts on both sides of a particular case,
Those who are interested present their side of the case, and it is,
of course, altogether ex Besides, as there is no way of
keeping a record of the cases, frequently where we supposed a
claim was dead and gone forever, it is again resnrrected. Some-
times, even after thirty or forty years haz:gssad away, we find
such cases coming up, and there is no 1y racorg kept by
which they can be dixgoeed of without Eging into a new investi-
gation. In many of these cases I have known Senators here to
spend days and daysinvestigating claims which have already been
investigated and onght never to have been heard of again.

It may be said that this ﬁiﬁm is new, that it is unusnal;
but I understand that in the British Parliament there is always
an attorney to defend and protect the interests of the Government
before Parliamentary committees, and that that has always been
the case. That has been a want here which has been felf. Ml
lions of dollars would have been saved to the Government if we had
had such an officer, and claims which are just would go through,
We could sort them ont. In the case of new Senators coming
here and starting in as members of the Committee on Claims, they
are obliged to investigate these claims without any record of their
previous history. There is nobody to follow them up and nobody
to defend them. That is a very poor way to try cases, and so they
can not be fairly tried or dis of.

Before the Committee on Indian Affairs there are claims con-
stantly coming forward connected with treaties which are com-
plicated and whichrequire daystoexamine. Ifwehad an attorn
who would keep a record of what is done, he would be
to come in on these old matters and advise the committee. The
commiftee then would not be so frequently misled and would not
bring so much material into the Senate that is undigested. There
is a crying need for an attorney in such cases. Even if it should
take two, or three, or half a dozen such attorneys, it would save
millions of dollars to the Government and you would do justice

,and to that extent the various
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where you are now failing to do justice. So I am decidedly in
favor of an amendment of this character.

Mr, ALLISON. Mr, President, I feel constrained to object to
the consideration of the amendment upon this bill. I think there
is much force in what the Senator from Arkansas [Mr, JONES]
and other Senators have said upon this subject; but I think this
matter should be considered with great care by the Judiciary
Committee of the Senate, reported to the Senate, and considered
upon a bill at a later day; and, if necessary, I have no doubt
unanimous consent can be had to consider such a bill.

Mr, JONES of Arkansas. I hope the Senator will not object to
a vote being taken upon this proposition. There are so many fla-

nt instances of injustice being done to the Government, which
is provision, if adopted, would guard against, that I certainly
do not think the Senator from Iowa can object fo it. ;

While the Senator from Nevada [Mr. STEWART] was on his
feet a moment ago I recalled a case that was before the Commit-
tee on Claims when he and I were both members of it, where a
claim for more than $500,000 was presented to that committee
which seemed perfectly straight on its face, but one member of
the committee happened to remember facts that were away back
in the files of the Senate, which were thereupon hunted up, and
which being brought np showed the absolute injustice of the
whole claim. The knowledge of those facts probably existed only
in the mind of that Senator at the time. hen claims are pre-
sented and urged by attorneys representing the claimants, in the
absence of a proper record of previous action thereon, facts which
would show the injustice of the claims may be forgotten. There
ought to be a record kept to protect the Government against in-
justice in such cases.

Mr, ALLISON. That may all be true; but I know of two or
three claims with which I have had some connection on the Ap-

ropriations Committee which would require an attorney, if he
vestigated them thoroughly, to work every day for six months,
Mr. STEWART. Certami' {'h -

Mr. JONES of Arkansas. en it ought to be done.

Mr. ALLISON. And I very much fear what has been so well
said by the Senator from New Hampshire [Mr, CHANDLER], that
we are building up a bureau here which will require a great num-
ber of clerks, and that a large number of files and papers will
accumulate here or in the Office of the Attorney-General.

This may be a wise thing to do. I may be for it, and I think we
shall all be for it after it has been carefully matured by the Judi-
ciary Committee of this body. I think, however, the salary pro-
g:sed is wholly inadequate for an attorney who is capable of

vestigating the variety and character of c{mms with which he
would have to deal. :

Mr. JONES of Arkansas. Then make the salary larger. I did
not make any suggestion to the Department of Justice, but I
wrote a note to the Attorney-General and asked him to prepare
the form of an amendment. The form of the amendment and the
salary were fixed by the Attorney-General himself.

Mr, ALLISON., We can consider this question af a later stage
of the session.

Mr. TILLMAN. I would suggest to the ‘Senator from Iowa
that the point which occurs tome is, how are you going to get rid
of the judicial functions of this officer if he is to pass upon the
justice and injustice of a claim and determine it in his own mind?

Mr. JONES of Arkansas, There is no such proposition. All
he will have to do will be simply to get the facts on the part of
the Government and present them to the committees of Congress.

Mr, TILLMAN, I can see that it might save a good deal of
money, but at the same time a great deal of injustice might be
done by an attorney employed by the Government to come here
and present the case against a claimant whose claims are abso-
lutely just, whereas the claimant's side may not be properly pre-

Bpen o

Mr. JONES of Arkansas. If the Senator will allow me in that
connection, the suggestion, I believe, of the Senator from Con-
necticut [Mr, PLATT] was that this proposition will facilitate the

assage of all just claims. There is not a man in this Senate who
goes not know of claims that are absolutely just and fair which
to-day are pending in Congress and have been pending here for
years, which have not been paid. ; ]

Mr. TILLMAN, Andmany thatcannoteven get consideration.

Mr. JONES of Arkansas. Andmany can not get consideration.
They have not been paid for the reason that everybody who has
appeared has been on one side of the case; the testimony is all ex
parte, only one side being presented—that of the claimants, and
no one spFesrin on be! of the Government. If the facts on
the part of the Government could come out plainly and be well
known and distinctly nnderstood, it would facilitate the p
of honest and just claims and prevent the p of dishonest and
unjust ones. Dishonest claims, as things stand now, have a bet-
ter chance than honest claims, because men who will come here
willing to sacrifice truth and honesty, and whose consciences do
not interfere, will make false statements in order to secure favor-
able action on their claims, while in many stronger cases a man

s

who honestly comes and says, ‘‘Here is the difficulty; here is the
reason why my claim was not paid,” will fail to secure favorable
consideration. I believe it is in the interest of honest claimants
as well as in the interest of the Government that some such propo-
sition as this should be adopted.

Mr. TILLMAN, If the Senator’s contention is that thisisin
the interest of honest claimants, he will at once see the point I
made in regard to the judicial character of this officer. You let
him determine whether a claim is just or not.

Mr, JONES of Arkansas. Not at all. He has simply to pre-
sent the facts.

Mr. TILLMAN. Then, how will the honest claimant get any
consideration from a committee unless this attorney comes for-
ward and presents the idea that this man’s claim is a just claim?
Therefore he will have decided the case in his own mind. You
can not get rid of that conclusion.

Mr. SPOONER. If there is no objection to the claim, there
would be no occasion for him to go before the committee.

Mr. JONES of Arkansas. The committee would not ask the
attorney to %Epear in such a case.

Mr. TILLMAN. But the committee decide the claim entirely
on this man's rh.

Mr. SPOONER. If the committee ceases to exist mentally, yes;
but if the committee is to continue to do its duty, simply being
aided by the investigation of this attorney, no.

Mr. JONES of Arkansas. It will be only in cases where a com-
mittee so requests that this attorney will appear. In matters of
no special importance the committee will not ask that an attor-
ney ghall be brought in; but in complicated cases, where a mem-
ber of the committee can not make the necessary investigations,
this man would be employed to look up the facts.

Mr, TELLER. I want tosuggest to the Senator from Nevada
EMr. STEWART] who made the suggestion that we are working in

he dark, that there is a very well arranged history of all these
claims, which was prepared during the last two years—a full his-
tory of every claim that is now before Congress, I do not know
whether the printing has been done or the work diatribut-edg:n,
but it has been carefully prepared under the direction of the Sen-
ate by the Committee on Claims,

Mr, JONES of Arkansas, The Senator from Colorado does not
mean to say that all the claims before all the committees are in
that compilation?

Mr, TELLER. I understand that the compilation to which I
refer was intended to be a sort of history of all claims before Con-
gress of every kind and character. Of course, there may be one
or two claims that are not included,

Mr. JONES of Arkansas. I will agree to name 25 important
claims not mentioned in that compilation at all.

Mr, TELLER. The historﬂto which I refer may not furnish
the information the Senator from Arkansas [Mr. JoNES] wants,
but the Senator from Nevada [Mr. STEWART] suggested that
claims have been gzid when they ought not to have been paid, or
something of that kind. I think we should have a complete his-
tory of all claims, so that if a claim has been paid that fact can
be ascertained; and if it has been reported adversely, that can be
found out. I do not think this has very much to do with the
proposition. I understood the Senator from Nevada to be afraid
that claims would be paid a second time.

Mr. STEWART. e Senator misunderstood me. I referred
to old claims which come up again, which have been driven out
by unanimous consent, with no particular record kept of them,
and no report made upon them. We had no history of cases of
that kind previous to the time when my friend from Colorado
{Mr. TELLER] became the chairman of the Committee on Claims.

know that he has labored successfully since then, and that Con-
gress made some agpro riations so as to secure a history of claims.

Mr. TELLER. I did not cite that as touching this proposition.
I thonght probably the Senator did not nnderstand that we had
prepared such a history of claims.

r. STEWART., That is a work of great importance which
was done after the Senator from Colorado took charge of the Com-
mittee on Claims. He undertook to make a history of claims be-
fore that committee; but in the Committee on Indian Affairs we
are to a great extent working in the dark, Agreements with In-
dians and old claims of Indians, depending upon legal questions
connected with Indian treaties, are coming up constantly. It
takes a great deal of time to investigate them. The committee
needs a competent man to make such an investigation, as the
members of the committee have not time to do it.

Mr. MONEY. DMr. President, I concede the utility of an attor-
ney to assist committees in getting at the facts in connection with

ims, There is no doubt whatever in my mind that numbers of
cases are put through here that are frauds; and there is no doubt,
on the other hand, that many of the most meritorious and honor-
able claims are denied justice here day after day and session after
gession. The committees, however, have erally done as well
as they could; they have made reports whenever able to do so;
but the trouble is here in this body when you get the report made,
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‘What is the use of testimony as to facts or citations as to the law
being presented to this Senate when there is a case now pending,
which has never had anything but unanimous favorable reports,
upon a trust fund where the decision of the Supreme Court is
held in contempt by this Senate?

‘What is the sense, then, of presenting claims here, I do not care
how well supported in fact or in law, when this Senate has habit-
ually disregarded the rights of claimants to a trust fund, so de-
clared by the Supreme Court, and so expressed in the language of
the statute itself, to authorize payment for property taken by the
Government? ]

Not only that, but it was property taken in violation of every
rule of civilized warfare among civilized nations, in violation of
the rule laid down at The Hague, in violation of the regulations
of our own Army and of every book on international law that was
ever written; and yetthe Senate habitually disregardsthedecisions
of the Supreme Court whilst these claimants have been knocking
at the doors of the Senate and of the House of Representatives for
twenty-odd years without any redress; and when a bill comes in
reported unanimously, as that bill has been year after year, it is

ut aside and has to give way continually to something else. I
lieve the money of the Governmentis going in the wrong direc-
tion, and that thereshould have been justice done in this caselong

0.

I am in favor of one or more attorneys, if necessary, to get at
the facts, and to arrange the decisions on the law to assist the
committees: but what we need is the action of the Senate after
the committees have reported. There is no use of encumbering
the Calendar with cases when the Senate shows no disposition to
pay the just debts of the Government when their own Supreme
Court has decided in favor of them.

Mr. ALLISON. I make the point of order on the amendment.

fTh;a1 PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Chair sustains the point
of order.

Mr. JONES of Arkansas. I should like to hear what the point
of order is and on what ground the amendment is held by the
Chair to be out of order.

Mr. ALLISON. On the ground that it is new legislation and
general legislation.

Mr. TELLER, And not estimated for by the head of any De-
partment. :

Mr. ALLISON. I am perfectly willing that the amendment
shall be thoroughly considered.

Mr. JONES of Arkansas. Ishall not give myself any trouble
about it. The Senator from Iowa is as much charged with re-
sponsibility in this matter as I am. I have tried for several years
to have this subject considered. I feel that I have discharged my
duty, and I am content.

The PRESIDENT pro tempore., Dozs the Senator desire to
know upon what ground the point of order was sustained?

Mr, JONES of Arkansas. The Senator from Iowa [Mr, ALLI-
s0N] did not state on what ground the point of order was made.
The amendment was reported from a standing committee of the
Sen:ibe, and I supposed it was therefore entitled to some consid-
eration.

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Chair was not informed
of the fact that the amendment had been reported by a standing
committee,

Mr. JONES of Arkansas. I stated that the amendment had
been reported from a standing commiftee by a nunanimous vote.

: Mr. ALLISON. And referred to the Committee on Appropria-
ions?

Mr. JONES of Arkansas. And referred to the Committee on
A{’le riations.

he PRESIDENT pro tempore. Then the Chair does not sus-
tain the point of order.

Mr. ALLISON. I wasnotaware that the amendment had been
reported by any committee and referred to the Committee on
Appropriations. It may be among our amendments here, but I
have not noticed it.

Mr. CHANDLER. I desire tosaya few words more concerning
the pending amendment. The fundamental objection to it is that
it transfers from every one of the Departments of the Government
the duty of making proper objection before the committees of
Congress to the passage of bills paying claims.

To-day it is the dutfy of the head of every Department, when a
claim is pendin& before a committee of Congress and the commit-
tee sends the bill to his Department, to present to the committee
all the facts, and, if desired by the committee, to send some one
of its officers to make defense, in some sort, to the claim. It may
be the duty of the head of the Department to go before the com-
mittee of Congress, and each Department is bound itself by its
own officers to instruct the various committees of the two Houses
as to facts.

‘What will be the result if this amendment shall be adopted?
This little §3,000 officer is appointed in the Department of Justice
to make these defenses when the committees call upon him. The
duty of making the defense will be fransferred then from the

Department to this officer. He goes before acommittee and says,
“T have looked into this claim; it is all right, and I see no objec-
tion to it.” Then the committee will report the bill to pay the
claim. If there should ever be any criticism, the Department in
which the claim originated will disclaim all responsibility and
say, ‘‘Congress created an officer, a bureaun in the Department of
Justice, to present these facts, and this Department is not to
blame because an unjust claim has been paid by Congress.”

Take the case which has been suggested by a Senator. Here is
a large claim of, say, $500,000 which originates in the Interior De-
partment. It concerns Interior Department matters pending be-
fore a committee of Congress. The committee of Congress wants
the subject thoroughly investigated. 1t sends to the Secretary of
the Interior, who sends up the facts in writing, or he sends some-
body to present the facts in writing to the committee, but if this

roposition be adopted a $3,000 assistant attorney down in the
}J)eparunent of Justice would be sent for, and he would come here.
We must go to the other Departments to get the facts. So youn
must have a bureau in the Department of Justice which will send
to each one of all the varions Departments to get the facts, and in
this case he sends to the Interior Department. The Interior De-
partment transmits the papers to him, and, after looking them
over, he comes before the committee of Congress, representing
not the Department of the Interior, but representing the Attorney-
General; and theresponsibility, Isay,is taken from theSecretary of
the Interiorand transferredinadvance tothe Departmentof Justice.

Mr. President, it is a dangerous thing to do; it is an absolutely
absurd thing to do. Appointing only a $3,000 officer, with the
idea that he is going to make proper defenses before the commit-
tees of Congress as to matters concerning all the Departments of
the Government, will either prove an utter failure or you will
have created—which you might as well do in the Department—a
bureau in the Attorney-General’s Office for the proper defense of
claims before committees of Congress. If you are going to make
such an office and to give this enormous power to the officer who
is to appear before the committees of Congress, then let it be done
in pursuance of a bill fo provide an assistant attorney-general, an
assistant to that assistant, a clerk, and all the paraphernalia of a
burean of the Government.

If this thing is to be done and responsibility for defending claims
is to be taken away from the various heads of Departments, then
do it adequately and in a manner that will afford some protection
to the Government against the injuries to result if one officer,
called an attorney in the Department of Justice, is to be given all
the power which this amendment will give such officer. Why,
Mr. President, he will be the most important officer in the whole
Government, becanse if he is to come 4:1'3 here and appear before
the committee and defend claims officially he will have a certain
judicial character, as the Senator from South Carolina [Mr. TiLL-
MAN] has suggested, and he will be allowed to say: *'I have in-
vestigated this claim and I thinkitis just.” So the committees of
Congrem will substitute his judgment for their judgment; and
the first we know the Treasury will be depleted by the passage of
vast numbers of claims, against which there will be a public out-
cry, and when we seek to fasten the responsibility for the pay-
ment of those claims upon the proper Department of the Govern-
ment we will find the responsibility always shifted to this most
important officer of the Government,

1 say, Mr. President, the whole thing is an incongruity and an
anomaly, which I hope the Senate will not vote upon the bill,

Mr. ALLISON. Mr. President—

Mr. JONES of Arkansas. I hope weshall have a vote upon the
amendment.

Mr. ALLISON. Irose to move an adjournment.

Mr, CHANDLER, Theamendment of the Senator from Arkan-
sas [Mr, JoxEs] has not yet been voted upon.

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The question is on the amend-
ment submitted by the Senator from Arkansas. [Putting the
question.] By thesound, the “ayes” haveit; and the amendment

is i[g'reed to.
r. CHANDLER. I ask for a division,

Mr, STEWART and others. Oh, no.

Mr. PLATT of Connecticut. If the Senator from New Hamp-
shire demands a division, we may as well adjourn.

Mr. ALLISON. Imove that the Senate adjourn.

Mr, CHANDLER. If the amendment can remain pending, I
will withdraw my call for a division.

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Chair has declared the
amendment carried.

Mr. CHANDLER. Iasked for a division.

Mr. ALLISON. I ask that the amendment may be regarded as
still pendi é

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Iowa asks
unanimous consent that the amendment may be regarded as still
pending. Is there objection? The Chair hears none.

Mr. JONES of Arkansas. TheSenate hasvoted on the question
and disposed of it.

Mr, TILLMAN. Not on this question.
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Mr. JONES of Arkansas. Allright. If the Senator from South
Carolina wants to keep it open, I have no objection.

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Chair understands that
the amendment offered by the Senator from Arkansas is still

pending.

Mr. ALLISON. That is my understanding. I move that the
Senate adjourn.

The motion was agreed to; and (at 5 o'clock and 33 minutes
p. m.) the Senate adjourned until to-morrow, Wednesday, Jan-
uary 23, 1901, at 12 o’clock meridian.

CONFIRMATIONS.
Executive nominations confirmed by the Senale January 21, 1901,
ATTORKEY-GENERAL OF PORTO RICO.

Ih_.l’amefs S. Harlan, of Hlinois, to be attorney-general of Porto

co.

COLLECTOR OF INTERNAL REVENUE.

James Denton, of Kentucky, to be collector of internal revenue

for the Eighth district of Kentucky.
APPOINTMENTS IN THE ARMY.
Medical Department.

Edward P. Rockhill, of Pennsylvania, to be assistant surgeon

with the rank of first lieutenant, January 9, 1901,
Cavalry arm.

Second Lieut. Samuel F. Dallam, Eighth Cavalry, to be first

lientenant, December 11, 1500.
APPOINTMENTS IN THE VOLUNTEER ARMY.
Twenty-eighth Infaniry.

First Sergt. Harry H. Goodyear, Twenty-eighth Infantry, United

States Volunteers, to be second lieutenant, January 14, 1901,
Thirtieth Infaniry.

First Sergt. Charles W. Stewart, Company H, Thirtieth Infantry,
United States Volunteers, to be second lieutenant, January 4, 1901.
Forty-zecond Infantry.

Battalion Sergt. Maj. Horace F. Sykes, Forty-second Infantry,
to be second lieutenant, January 9, 1901,
PROMOTIONS IN THE VOLUNTEER ARMY,
Forty-second Infantry.
First Lieut. Henry F. McFeely, Forty-second Infantry, to be
captain, January 2, 1901.
nd Lieut. Edward F. Hackett, jr., Forty-second Infantry,
to be first lieuntenant, January 2, 1901,
Forty-ninth Infantry.
First Lieut. William H. Butler, Forfy-ninth Infantry, to be
captain, January 2, 1901,
Second Lieut. Wyatt Huffman, Forty-ninth Infantry, to be first
lieutenant, January 2, 1901.
POSTMASTERS.

Ezra C. Ferris, to be postmaster at Croton on Hudson, West-
chester County, N. Y.
Albert O. Blackwell, to be postmaster at Laporte, Harris County,

Tex.

William F. Wieland, to be postmaster at Weatherford, Parker
County, Tex.

Mary P, Dixon, to be postmaster at Westpoint, Troup County, Ga.

J. L. Hickson, to be postmaster at Gainesville, Cooke County,
Tex.

Executive nomination confirmed by the Senate January 22, 1901,
POSTMASTER,

Edmund P. Denton, to be postmaster at Hamilton, Hancock

County, IlL

HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES,
TUESDAY, January 22, 1901.

The House met at 12 o'clock m. Prayer by the Chaplain, Rev.
Hexry N, Covpex, D. D,

JOURNAL,

The Journal of yesterday’s proceedings was read.

Mr. McRAE, . Bpeaker, the Journal is incorrect in one
respect. The last bill referred to was not before the Committee
on the Public Lands, but on the Speaker’s table.

The SPEAKER. The tleman is correct about it. The cor-
rection will be made, and, without objection, the Journal will be
approved.

BREAKWATER AT BURLINGTON, VT.

Mr. GROUT. Mr. Speaker, Iask unanimous consent to recall
from the Committee on Rivers and Harbors Senate concurrent
resolution 89, and ask for its immediate consideration by the

House. This resolution simply calls for information from the
Transnr% rtment, and has passed by the Senate.

The 8 R. The gentleman from Vermont moves to dis-
charge the Committee on Rivers and Harbors from the further
consideration of Senate concurrent resolufion 89, and to have
said resolution considered now in the House. The Clerk will re-
port the resolution for the information of the House.

The Clerk read as follows:

Benate concurrent resolution 89,

Resolved by the Senate (the House o{yﬂg;remtutiwx concurring), That the
Secretary of War be, and he is hereby, directed to furnish Con with a
report showing the present condition of the breakwater at Burlington, Vt.,

th an estimate of cost for its proper repair and completion.

The SPEAKER. Is there objection to the request of the gen-
tleman? [After a panse.] The ir hears none,

The guestion was taken; and the concurrent resolution was
agreed to.

BRENNECKES SHOALS, OSAGE RIVER, MISSOURIL.

Mr. SHACKLEFORD. Mr, Speaker, I ask permission to have
Senate concurrent resolution 94 withdrawn from the committee,
and ask unanimous consent for its present consideration.

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Missouri asks unanimouns
consent to take from the Speaker's table Senate concurrent reso-
lution 94 and consider the same now.

The Clerk read as follows:

Senate concurrent resolution 84.

Resolved by the Senate (the House of esentatives concurring), That the
Becretary of War be directed to transmit to the Senate an additional estimate
of the amount necessary to be appropriated for the completion of the work
g})gln iél;% i_tl)ck and dam at Brenneckes Shoals, on the Osage River, in the State

The SPEAKER, Is there objection? [After a pause.] The
Chair hears none.

The question {ryz taken, and the concurrent resolution was
agreed to.

EXTENSION OF MINING LAWS TO SALINE LANDS,

Mr. NEWLANDS. Mr. Speaker, I desire to call up Senate bill
3313, which was EIi.wenﬂing last night.

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Nevada calls up the un-
finished business of last evening, it being Senate bill 3313. The
Clerk will again report the bill for the information of the House,

The Clerk read as follows:

A bill (8. 3313) extending the mining laws to saline lands,

The bill was read at length.
Mr. NEWLANDS. Mr. Speaker, the purpose of this bill is to
permit the entry and patenting of lands bearing salt. Yon all

| know that under the mineral-land laws two kinds of locations can

be made—one the location of lodes or veins of guartz or other rock
in place bearing gold, silver, lead, tin, etc., and the other placer
locations or surface locations. The policy of Congress has been
gradually to extend the placerlocations todifferent kindsof mineral
lands. For a long time saline lands were permitted to be sold in
certain Statesin the Union and not in other States. In other cases
grants were made of saline lands to States. The State of Nevada,
which I represent, has not come under the operation of either of
these laws relating to the disposition of saline lands.

That State has never received, as other States have, a grant of
saline lands; the law relating to the sale of saline lands at public
auction has not applied to that State. Itand somessven or eight
other States were excepted from its operations. The inability to
locate and enter saline lands has worked great inconvenience in
that State. You know that salt is essential in mining, and it has
been impossible to locate the salt in the deserts of that counntry
with a view to mining. So I introduced some time ago a bill upon
this subject, substantially the same as that which has passed the
Senate, and which is now under consideration.

This bill, general in character, received the approval of the Com-
mittee on Public Lands, and was reported favorably to the House,
The Committee on Public Lands has also acted favorably upon
the Senate bill and has recommended its substitation for the pend-
ing bill in the House. It simplg;extenda the operations of the
placer-location laws to saline lands, Placer locations can now be
made with reference to gold, silver, and other precious metals, and
the law has been extended from time to time. It has been extended
so as to embrace stone; it has been extended so as to embrace
mineral oils, petroleum, etz, The location under the law consists
of 20 acres, and an association of 8 can take up 8 claims, and thus
the limit of location to entry to any given association is 160 acres,
With this statement, I will reserve the balance of my time,

Mr. McCRAE, Mr. S er, the oniy law in force for the dis-
?oaa.l of the saline land was approved January 12, 1877, and is as

ollows:
CHAP. 18.—An act providing for the sale of saline lands.

Be it enacted by the Senate and House of Representatives of the United Slafes
of America in Congress assembled, That whenever it shall be made a; to

e register and the receiver of nnyla.ndnﬂlmuft.ha&hu;lﬁitedsm t;&g

lands within their district are saline in character, it be the duty of
i and said receiver, under the regulations of the General Land
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to take testimony in reference to such lands to ascertain their true charac-
ter, and to the same to the General Land Office; and if, upon such tes-
timony, the missioner of the General Land Office sliall find that such
lands are saline and incapable of bein gnrch_aaed under any of the laws of
the United States relative to the public domain, then, and in such case, such
lands shall be offered for sale b{ &lb]_ic auction at the local land office of the
district in which the same shal situated, nnder such tions as shall
be bed by the Commissioner of the General Land ce, and sold to
the highest bidder for cash at a price not less than §1.%5 per acre; and in case
gaid lands fail to sell when so offered. then the same shall be subject to pri-
vate sale, at such land office, for cash, at a price not less than §1.25 per acre,
in the same manner as other lands of the United States are sold: ided,
That the foregoing enactments chall not apply to any State or Territory
which has not ha.g a grant of salines by Congress, nor to any State
which may have had such a grant until either the grant has been fully satis-
fied or the right of selection thereunder has expired by efflux of time. But
nothing in this act shall authorize the sale or conveyance of any title other
than such as the United States has, and the patents issued 1 be in the
form of arelease and quitclaim of all title of the United States in such lands.

Sec. 2. That all executive groclamstlﬂns relating to the sales of public
lands shall be published in only one newspaper. the same to be printed and
published in the State or Territory where the lands are sitnated and to be
designated by the Secratary of the Interior.

As stated by the gentleman from Nevada, it is not operative in
a great many States. The pending bill seeks to extend what is
commonly known as placer-mining laws to this character of land.
It has been contended by gentlemen from the West, from the
mining States, that this law has been applicable heretofore. But
the Land Department hasrepeatedly decided that it did not apply.
In 14 Land Decisions, by a decision rendered by Secretary Noble,
after reviewing all the anthorities and the Supreme Court deci-
sion in 21 Wallace, it is declared that the settled policy of the
Government in the disposition of salt lands and salines has been,
and is now, to reserve the same from general disposal. Deposits
of rock salt are saline and not subject to entry under the statutes
authorizing the acquisition of title to mineral lands.

The Supreme Court, in 21 Wallace, page 667, says:

The poli(g of the Government since the acyuisition of the Northwest Ter-
ritory and the inanguration of our land system, to reserve salt springs from
sale, ‘been uniform.

The act of 18th of May, 1796, the first to anthorize the sale of the domain
ceded by Virginia, is the basis of onr present rectangular system of surve

That act required every surveyor to note in his field book the true situation
of all mines, salt licks, and salt springs.

Now, Mr. S er, I regard it pertinent, and I regret that the
gentleman did not himeelf explain to the House in a general way
what the placer-mining laws are. Outside of a few specialists in
this House who are familiar with the practice under that law, I
undertake to say that there is not 5 per cent of the membership of
the House who could tell how to acquire land under the placer
laws,

In the first place, that law is based upon the fundamental idea
that for the discovery of the precious metals a right to mine the
ores discovered is guaranteed to the discoverer.

Now. in the case of salt springs and salt mines there is no dis-
covery to reward, because we have vast bodies of valuable salt
lands already known. In fact, it was reqnired of the surveyors
of the United States to report them in the field notes, and on sur-
veyed land they have been known for half a century, some shorter
and some longer. So far as the known salt mines are concerned,
no man who happens to be on them should have the right to locate
them free of payment to the Government and operate them under
the placer-mining laws of the United States, because he has not
discovered them. Up to this time the Government has reserved
the title to this class of land, to be disposed of by special legisla-
tion.

1 will ask the Clerk to read sections 2329 to 2331, Revised Stat-
utes, inclusive, so as to give the House an idea of what the placer-
mining law is. That is a law which this bill extends over this
character of land. I am opposed to this method of legislation
which, by one paragraph of a half a dozen lines, extending a sys-
tem of laws over & of the public domain and surrenders the
administration to the local mining associations, and this is often
done without any knowledge on the part of those who maks the
laws as to what we are doing. Now, I will have the Clerk read
the section.

The Clerk read as follows:

EC. 2320. Claims usually called * placers,” including all forms of deposi
ex?a]?ting veins or Ekuartz.y or other ?ock rl:l‘ place, be subject to gg?r?
and patent, under like circumstances and conditions, and upon similar pro-
g8, as are provided for vein or lode claims; but where the lands have
been previously surveyed by the United Btates, the entry in itsexterior limits
8 'orm to the 1 subdivisions of the public lands.

Sec. 2330, Legal subdivisions of 40 acres may be subdivided into 10-acre
tracts; and twoor more persons, or associations of persons, having contiguous
claims of any size, although such claims may be less than 10 acres each, may
make joint entry thereof: but no location of a placer claim, made after the
9th day of July, 1870, shall exceed 160 acres for an oi];jperson or association

of ‘E)ersom, which location shall conform to the United States surveys; and
nothing in this section contained shall defeatorimpairany bona fide preemp-

tion or homestead claim opon agricultural lands, or anthorize the of the
improvements of any bona fide settler to any r.

here placer claims are upon surve: lands, and conform to

uired, and all placer-

located after the 10th day of May, 1572, s conform as near
as practicable with the United States system of public land surveys and the

tion shall include

EC. . W geod
'i:ﬂusnbdivlaiona. no further survey or plat shall
g claims
rectan, subdivisions of such surveys, and no such loca
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more than 20 acres for each individual claimant; but where placer claims can
not be conformed to subdivisions, survey and plat shall be made as on
unsurveyed lands: and where by the tion of mineral lands in any
legal subdivision a quantity of agricultural land less than 40 acres remains,
such fractional portion of agricultural land may be entered by any party
qualified by law, for homestead or preemption purposes.

Mr. McRAE. I want to call the attention of the House fo this
Eeﬂ:inant fact: That under the placer-mining law there is no pro-
ibition against the location and operation of a mine by a man
who is not a citizen of the United States. The law only prohibits
a noncitizen from acquiring title. Under this law there is no re-
nirement that any man who works lands under the placer claim
shall acquire title. As hmﬁs he performs 8100 worth of work a
year on a particular tract which he locates he may never acquire
title, and he may work it indefinitely without ever paying the
Government unything; and this is true althongh he may get his
information as to the mineral from the Government survey.

In the second place, under the placer law the administration of
all matters is remitted to the local miners, and the Department
has no control whatever over the entry and never knows anything
about what is being done until the a{Jplica:nt seeks to acquire title,
Until then the matter is left entirely in the control of the local
miners.

Mr. KING. But those mining regulations must not be incon-
sistent with the laws of Congress. Is not that true?

Mr. McRAE, That is true, of course; but there is no law of
Congress which contravenes anything I have said.

Mr, KING. Has it not been the experience of the Government
that the submission of the mining district to local control has
worked admirably?

Mr. McRAE. Yes; so far as the precions metals are concerned.
It is based upon the principle of a reward for the discovery of
minerals that we need fo make money, and such as copper, lead,
and other valuable metals. But by no general law, and not even
by special statute, has any such substance as salt ever been per-
mitted to be mined under the placer laws.

Now, Mr. Speaker, I presume, in fact I believe, there is neces-
sity for some sort of legislation on this question. But I believe
that Congress when it does open these reserved lands to location
ought to prohibit and prevent the monopoly of salt lands of the
public domain in any particular section of this country. I think
we ought to prevent it,and I will offer an amendment to that effect
before I take my seat. Undertheplacer law which I havehad read
anyone, though not a citizen of the United States, may, as I have
said, make a location of 20 acres and then sell it toa person or con-
cern who haslarge bodies of such land. A corporation may take
160 acres and those employed by it may take 20 acres each; and
there is no prohibition against them selling to their employer if
it does the work. There is no time, under the placer law, when
the Government can stop such sales, They can go onindefinitely;
and as long asthey do $100 worth of work annually they may hold
millions of dollars’ worth of public lands and may bring about a
complete monopoly in the salt business,

Now, I will show you from thereport of the Government special
agent what has already been done on a Government section of the
public land in the State of California. I ask the Clerk now to
read the report of Special Agent Ryan to the Commissioner of the
General Land Office; and 1 ask the careful attention of the House
to this matter, because members will see from the facts reported
here by a sworn officer of the Government the necessity for gnard-
ing this valuable property of the Government. This report and
the affidavits and letters were sent to me in answer to a letter to
the Secretary of the Interior,

The Clerk read as follows:

DEPARTMENT OF THE INTERIOR. GENERAL LAND OFFICE,
Los Angeles, Cal., November I7, 1800,

S1r: Pursuant to instructions of your letter (“P,” W. H. D.) of A{rﬂ 28,
1900, and te of October 28, 1 relative to alleged trespass by the
New Live: Balt Oomm[ have the honor to report as follows:

1 visited the land in qu and found that sections 15, 22, and 23, T.8 8.,
R. 1D E, 8. B. M., are largely covered witha crust of salt ing in thickness
from one-half foot to 8 feet; that a spur track, believed to have n built by
the New Live t pany and which isclaimed by them. doesrun ina
southwester] tionacrossapart of section 11, through the NW. 4 of section
14, the SE. } ol section 15to the terminus on the SW. 1 of section 22, T.88., R. 10
E., 8. B. M.; that said spur track runs about 4,300 feet sonth of the north line
o:sectlanﬁ.morint o salt de t or salt crust located on section 22.

I find that the New Live Salt Company have sunk an artesian well
near the center of 22, on the west side of said spur track; that said
Salt Company have built salt vats on the west side of said spur track and lo-
cated on section 22, said vats being about 300 feet in width and about 900 feet
in length. Isaw the Indians in the employ of the New Liverpool Salt Com-
Funy ga W , and salt near the spur track on section 22.

saw them | salt onto a flat car owned and operated by the New Liv-
erpool Salt Com‘pa.n¥ I saw conve on flat car by steam dummy operated
h{ said company to its mill, located on sections 14 and 11, and
the car into the salt mill. Ifonnd by gaueationing men who areand have been
in the employ of the New Liver?ool It Company that said com y have
been and are now taking and shipping from section 22 large quantitiesof salt
for commercial purposes.
. Idesire to ca g:&;r attention to the following exhibits which I took from
the land and marked as follows: Tin box marked Exhibit No. 1 contains salt
from section 22 Tin box marked Exhibit No. 2 contains salt from section 15
(patented)., Tin box marked Exhibit No. 3 contains salt from NE. 1 of NW.
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of section 14, selected May 11, 1900, by (}m W. Durbrow under act June

1897 (80 Stat., 36). Tin box marked E t No. 4 contains sample of the
soil taken from another part of said NE. { of NW. } of section 14, showing
its saline character.

I have also secured four ﬁhotogrsphs taken in Ms&of this year, showing
improvements on section Pho ph marked Exhibit A shows a view
taken from west of spur track looking northeast, showing the spur track,
the steam dummy, and the plow operated by the steam dummy for hrqnh&g
salt; also the artesian-well rig standing above the artesian well mentioned,
located near the center of section 22. hotog'raph marked Exhibit B shows
the flat car used in transporting salt from the salt deposits on section 22 to
the mill located on sections 11 and 14, also the dumm

and plow in ration.
Thlsviawistakenfromapointonthesw.}ofsec ko,

on 22, and looking in an

easterly direction. ) :
Photograph marked Exhibit C is a view taken from near the same point,
showing the glow in ration.
marked Exhibit D is a view taken from spur track lool in

Phobogra
a westerly tﬁrectlnn across the 8W. $ of sec. 22, showing the salt gathe in
piles and the salt plow in operation. i

1 also send herewith a plat (marked Exhibit E), ahowinf in ﬁn.rt the sec-
tions refe that spur track, the relative positions of well, vats, mill,
d.dlnﬁ. ete.; also a copy of Bradstreet's report (marked Exhibit F) on the
New Liverpool S8alt Company. I have on several different occasions endeav-
ored to obtain a sworn statement from Mr. George W, Durbrow, vice- dent
and general manager of the New Liverpool 8alt Company, but he atall
times refused to make a sworn statement; he has, however, admitted to me
that his company have taken salt from section 22.

I submit to li;m.l affidavits of E. M. Durant, of Los Angeles, Cal., and Jason
L. Rector, of Indio, Cal.

Plai: Q]I"\wing survey of this township was filed in the local land office

I find that the New Live: 1 Salt Company have and are operating a rail-
road track commencing in the NW.4 of SE.} see. 11, extending in a south-
westerly direction through the N'W. é of sec.14 and the SE.} of sec.15 to its
terminus on the SW. 1 of sec. 22, Tp.§ 8., R. 10E., 8. B. M.; that the records do
not show that they have ever applied for a riﬁht of way across the Govern-
ment land in sections 14 and 22, through which they have laid said track; that
sactions 15 and 23, which were patented to the Southern Pacific Railroad Com-
pany on February 4, 1897, were at thattime known to besaline lands; that ac-
eorcﬁng to land decisions title to these Jands could only be mwfnil{{acquirml

special act of Congress. (Seel4 L. D.,507.) That the NE.1of NW.1 sec.
14, on which the mill of the New Liverpool Salt Company is located, wasfiled
on May 11, 1900, by G W. Durbrow under act June 4, 1897 (30 Stat., 36),
and that the same is saline land; that section 22is Government land. very
valuable for its salt deposits, and that the New Liverpool Salt Company are
now, and have been for years past, taking large quantities of salt from sec-
tion 22 without authority of law, and I would r fully recommend that
said c%mpnny be stt from further taking salt said section 22,
el respec L]
R & E. C. RYAN,
Special Agent, General Land Office.
The COMMISSIONER OF THE GENERAL LAND OFFICE,

Washington, D. C.

STATE OF CALIFORNTA, County of Los Angeles, 8s:

E. M. Durant, beinE, first duly sworn, dexgaes and says: That he is a resi-
dent of Los Angeles, in the county of Los les, State of California, and
33 years of age; that he is familiar with secs. 11, 14, 15, 22, and 23, T. 8 8., R. 10
E., 8, B. M.: that secs. 15, 73, and 22 are ly covered with a salt depositor
salterust, varyingin thickness from one-half inch to6 inches; that the thickest
and purest deposi%s are located on sec. 22; that he has recently visited the same
on two oceasions; that the railroad stpurtmck connecting with the Southern
Pacific Railroad on said sec. 11, said township and range, runs in a southerly
direction. namely:

Sonth 50° west to the salt mill located on the northeast quarter of the
northwest quarter of section 14, and on the sontheast quarter of the south-
west quarter of section 11, said township and range; and that a continnation
of mi% spur track, which he believes was built by and is the property of the
New Live 1 Salt Company, does run about 4,300 feet south of the north
line of 22 and that said track is built in and uPon the salt deposit
Jocated on said section 22; that there is an artesian well reported to be 900
feet deep, which was drilled said New Liverpool Salt Company, and
standing near and over said artesian well is a steam well-drilling rig, with
jron water tank, drilling tools, and pipe, located on the west side of the spur
track referred 1o, and on said section 22 about 2,700 feet south of the north
line of said section 22, and in the salt deposit above referred to; that there
are located on the west side of said spur track on said section 22, in the salt
deposit located on said section and about 1.500 feet south of the north line of
d section 22, salt vats about 800 feet wide and 900 feet in length, said vats
being built by placing 1 by 12 inch boards on edge and securing same with
upright posts driven through the salt deposit into the marsh below; that he
has on different occasions seen from seven to ten Indians in the employ of the

ew Liverpool Salt Com gathering from section 22, washing, and piling
&h beside said spur track; that he has seen said Indians loading said piles
Company; that he has seen a steam dummy, owned by said New Liv 1

t
of salt on to a flat car owned and operated by the said New Liverpool Balt
Sal?(hmgmlaly, I:ﬁtlarsti.ug said flat g;- between the salt deposit on said sec-
8

tion 22 an located onsection 14; that he has seen salt being unloaded
from said flat car into tha mill above referred to.

He further states that he has seen a car loaded with ed salt at said
mill. namely, car C. P. 16186, drawn from said mill and attached to a South-

ern Pacific freight train, and within five days of that time has seen said car
(. P. 19186 on the team track in Los Angeles, being unloaded by a man in the
employ of Haas Baruch & Co., wholesale grocers, the salt bales, bahgs. and
boxes the name of the New Liverpool Salt Co:ﬁany; that there is
no evidence that anyone has at any time gathered for shipment or commer-
cial purposes any salt from any imds other than those embraced in see.
22, wgere the best deposits lie; that there are large piles of salt in the storage
sgheds and beside the spur located on secs. 14 and 11, estimated at
over 2,000 tons, that have been gathered on said sec. 22; that he has been
informed by a v, namely, Joseph Laro, who claims to have lived within
15 miles of said sec. 22 for the past fifteen {eau-s, and whose post-office ad-
dress is Walters, Riverside Cos:inty. Cal., that the Nawal;l:'amrpood éhig:]t Com-

pany have gathered salt on said sec. 22 for fifteen & part
of ﬁw t'ma?;l c’fmﬂ’fm in tf.he employ of said New Liverpool Salt Company,
i A E. M. DURANT.

Subscribed and sworn to before me this 14th day of megm&heﬁ,ylﬁ
Special Agent, General Land Office.

C. RYAN,

A true copy of the original 2.
Special Agent, General Land Q;?lca

STATE OF CALIFORNIA, County of Riverside, ss:

Jason L. Rector, & citizen of the United States, of lawful age, being
duly sworn, deposes and says: That he is familiar with secs. 14, 15, 22, and 23,
T.88., R.10E., 8. B. M.; that the railroad spur track running in a southerly
direction from the main line of the Southern Pacific Railroad, and believed to
be owned by the New Liverpool Salt Company, crosses the north line of said
sec. 22, running 8. 50° W.and runs across the salt marsh located on said sec.
22, about 4,500 feet; that he has seen working in the marsh, gathering salt on
the SW. 1 of said sec. 22, and near the end of said spur track. 10 Indians;
that he has seen on said spur track, and near its end, a flat car abont 60 feet
in length loaded as high as possible with wet and dripping salt, having just
been loaded from said marsh; that 8 large piles of salt freshly gathered
were piled near said spur track; that he has seen the motor operated by said
New Liverpool Salt Company monn%mid cars on said spur track: that there
is an artesian well with steam well-drilling rig standing near it; also iron
water tank and well tools located on the west side of said spur track on said
sec. 22, about 2,730 feet south of the north line of said sec. 22; that there are
salt vats about 300 feet wide and about 900 feet long lying on the west side
an;ltﬁsl_-aﬂel to said sg;r track on said sec. 22, about 1,53 feet south of the
north line of said sec. 22; that he has seen salt beiuﬁ unloaded from salt car
into the mill, located on secs. 11 and 14, same towns! igegnd range above re-
ferred to; that there is no evidence of salt ever having been gathered for com-
mercial purposes or for shipment from lands other than embraced in

said sec. 22.
JASON L. RECTOR.

SBubseribed and sworn to before me this 8th day of NWﬂngerﬁlymf'\z
Special Agent, General Land Office.

E. C. RYAN,
Special Agent, General Land Office.

Exursit F.

[New Liverpool Salt Company, Clinton E. Worden, president; George W.
Durbrow, vice-president and manager; Charles E. Green, secretary and
treasurer. Directors—the same, and Harry Durbrow and one vacant. San
Francisco, Cal., Mills Building. Works at Salton, Cal.]

Incorporated under the laws of this State in November, 1883, with an au-
thorized and ﬂ:&z subscribed capital of §120,000, divided into 1,200 shares of
8100 each. At this date C. E. Worden makes our representative the follow-
ing verbal statement: .

* We have a paid-up capital of §120,000, discount all our bills, and are not
seeking credit. My wife owns one-half of the capital stock, and I holda
power of attorney representing her interest. Charles E. Green owns a quar-
ter interest in the company.” .

The works of the above are at Salton, in the Colorado Desert, where are
located large and valuable deposits owned and controlled by the company.
They are understood to have absorbed the New Liv Manufacturin
SUbaTIed B Finined patin capitel of S0, th “iﬂg?;‘a?‘%nmm?m“
su an! med paid-in capital o @ o tors
being C. B. Shaw, G. W. Durbrow, D. H. Foster, E. Wheaton, and M. Hubbard.
The late A. N. Towne, of the Southern Pacific, was one of the original and
principal stockholders in the salt oomﬁ)any. He died leaving an estate ap-
E at §341,535, and his daughter, who is Mrs. C. E. Worden, secured one-

alf the stock in the company. Charles E. Green, who owns one-fourth of *
the stock, is one of the administrators of the Col. Fred Crocker estate, and is
aman of high standing and some means.

Clinton E. Worden is also president and one of the principal stockholders
of Clinton E. Worden & Co., manufacturing chemists, a concern with an in-
vestment of 8100,000. He is i hly regnrde‘i authorities say, in both a busi-
ness and personal wa¥. Durbrow. who is the manager of the business, ia
well regarded, personally, and is believed possessed of ability and experience
in this [ine, Itis mPorted that in April, 1897, they received deed from the
Northern Railroad Company of all of section 11, township 8 south, range 10
east, excepting right-of-way and station reservations, §1,600. The company
is considered by authorities to be in good credit for its needs.

AUGUST 16, 1808,

Green stated verbally to our reporter January 9, 1900, as follows:

**We have no obligations and ask for no credit. The com isona
gividend- }'ln;ruba.s:ls. The stock is owned and controlled by &orgen. Dur-

row, and myself.”

Authorities are of the opinion that the company is well managed and en-
titled to such credit as their needs may require. .

JANUARY 9, 1000,

A true copy of the original.

STATE 0F CALIFORNIA, County of Los Angeles, ss!

C. A, Mead, being first duly sworn, deposes and says: That he is a citizen
of the United States, a resident of Los Angeles, Cal.; that he has been in busi-
ness in California for fifteen years; that he has handled salt in this market;
that he is familiar with the salt trade; that he believes that any party or

rties acquiring title tosec. 22, T. 8 8,, R. 10 E., 8, B, M., will have an a

ute monopoly in the salt business in this section, and be ina position to ruin

all competition in this line of bLusiness; that sald section o land, whichis
covered with ealt, is very valuable; that he believes that §125 per acre is a
very conservative estimate of the value of said section of éndﬁ. e

Subscribed and sworn to before me this 10th day of Jauua% 1901,
[SEAL.] F. M. PORTER,
Notary Public in and for the County of Los Angeles, State of California,
Mr. McRAE. I now want to submit several letters written to
the Commissioner of the General Land Office by people living in
California, touching upon the methods of the company referred
to by this special agent.
The Clerk read as follows:
8AN FraAxcisco, November 20, 1900,

Sin: The taking of salt for commercial purposes from the salt d tsin
township 8 south, range 10 east, 8. B. M., by the New Liverpool 8alt Company
hnﬁim our business here at Sacramento, at San Diego, at Santa Bu&ll'la,
an where.

If any disposition is made of the salt deposits referred to by the United
States Government, I most y request that they be sold at public
auction, and that the property be not donated to the New Liverpool Salt
Company. The properties referred to having been appropriated in the 1
by the railroad people, I am convinced that the rates have been given w
has enabled them to sell salt in bags in Bacramento for less than the regular
freigl t rates from Saltom, near which the gﬂmsim lie, to Sacramento.

the New Liverpool Salt Gomimny should be stopped from taking salt
from these deposits, which action I most earnestly request, it wonld result,
I believe, in pure salt being sold in Los Angeles and vicinity at prices lower

e
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than those maintained by the New Liverpool Salt Company, it having been
the policy of said company. to compel the trade to purchase of them at a
h]ﬁ'_:: price than they could obtain elsewhere by threats to go under, and a
re 1 to sell to those who should bring in salt from other sections (which
threat has been carried out on different occasions). To stop the New Liver-
;g%l Salt Company from taking salt from the ent lands would, I
eve, be for the best interest of every person, excepting those directly
interested in the New Liverpool Balt Company.
I beg that you withdraw your recommendation to Con, for relief to
these persons (I refer to your report for the fiscal year ending June 30, 1900).
I believe that allowing these people to takesalt free of cost from the Govern-

ment lands has and is resulting in great injury to the salt industry in Los
Angeles and here, and that timate en have been destroyed by
these ‘?eopla.

ours, truly,

J. A. PLUMMER.
Hon. BINGER HERMANN,
Commissioner of the General Land Office,
Washington, D. C.

Los AXGELES, CAL., November 80, 1900,

BIm: I to call your attention to the fact that the New Liverpool Salt
Company, who are taking salt for commercial purposes from the salt deposits
in township 8 south, range 10 east, 5. B. M., are demorali and destroying
}igmmnte enterprises in this line of business from San cisco to San

ego. They are enabled, with Government aid in allowing them to take
this salt free and favors in the way pf sgecml rates by the road company,
to place their product in Stockton at less than the regular rates of fmiglsl't
between the two points. :

If any disposition is made of the salt deposits referred to by the United
States Government, I respectfully request that t.hfr be sold at public anc-
tion, and that the property.be not donated to the New Li Balt Com-

pany.
I%:eg that you withdraw your recommendation to Congress for relief to
these persons. (I refer to your report for the fiscal year ending June 30,

)

To stop the New Liverpool Salt Company from taking salt from the Gov-
ernznent lands would, I believe, be to the t interest of every person ex-
oagt those directly interested in the company.

t is not, as I understand i, the purpose or desire of the Government to
foster an enterprise of this nature or assist any individual or corporation in
forming a trust or combination monopolizing business to the detriment of
her citizens engaged in any enterprise whatsoever. This is a question to

which I earnestly request your promg::ttantjon and action, as my business
and that of others in the same line been and is being by these
condifions.

Respectfully,

ARTHUR H. GREEN.
Hon. BINGER HERMANN,
Commissioner of the General Land Office, Washington, D. C.

Los ANGELES, CAL., November 23, 1900,

S1n: Relative to the taking of Government salt by the New Liverpool S8alt
Company, I furnished E{mr special agent, Mr. Ryan, with data. The gentle-
man informs me that he has made report in the matter referred to and is
now out of his hands. I have justreturned from San Francisco, where I find
the salt manufacturers are suffering, as well as ourselves, because the New
Liverpool Salt Company is taking Government salt free of cost and selling
same below cost of production to honest manufacturers. They (the New
Liverpool Salt Company) are crushing the salt industry of this coast, which
has over §1,000,000 capital invested.
The salt men generally seem fearful to join in petition to Efeu to have the
resent t: stopped, the general feeling bLeing that ¥ (the New
verpool 8alt Company) have too strong a pull with the Government to be
sto; .and that the manager of said company will find a wai‘in which to
e them suffer for any action they might take. The late A. N. Towne,
general manager of the Southern Pacific way, was, and his heirs are,
principal owners in the New Liverpool Salt Company. Rates were made en-
abling them to place Government salt below prices which would enable salt
s baret mansew-of e New 14 erpool Salt Co i off
e general manager of the New Livi mpany, in m ce,
stated l;s:’:ne that they would compel me to close my doors; tist. Ungla Sam
was giving him all the salt he wanted for nothing, while he was charging me
ﬂ.wlﬁ}r every ton I brought in here; that * Uncle Collis "' (meaning the late
C. P. Huntington, president of the Southern Pacific Comlfanlg} would haul
the salt for nothing, i #necessary, to ruin my business. The New Liverpool
Balt Company are getting all of their salt from section 8 south, 10 eas'
8. B.M.—a Government section. They are trespassers, and have instruc
their men not to allow any persons to walk u said section 22. They have
deeds to sections 15 and 23, same township and range above referred to, which
have been patented to the Southern Pacific Railroad C]:Jf]?m{l
These lands are covered with a salt erust from one- inch to 6 inches in
thickness. The patents were erroneously issued and should be set aside, and
I believe if the matter were placed in the hands of the United States district
attorney, with instructions to push, that the patents would be canceled, for
I believe they were issued contrary to law. o 40 acres on which the piant
of the New Liverpool Salt Company is located is saline land, and the mana-
r of the company has applied for same under forest resewve lien act of
une 4, 1897, and expects a patent.
I most earnestly request that IEm:l ve this matter Egurpemonxl attention.
The property operated by the New Liverpool S8alt Company belongs to the
United States Government, and until it acquires title by purchase I%seg that
youstop them from using Government property toinjureand kill alarge and
growing industry on this coast.
Yours, truly,

E. M. DURANT.
Hon. BINGER HERMANN,
Commissioner of the General Land Office, Washington, D. C.
BTATE OF CALIFORNIA, County of Los Angeles, ss!
E. M. Durant, being first duly sworn, deposes and says that all the state-
ments in the above letter he believes to be true and in accordance with the
facts in the case.

E. M. DURANT.
Subscribed and sworn to before me this 23d day of November, 1900,
[SBAL.] F. M. PORTER,

Notary Public in and for the County of Los Angeles, State of California.

I_.o;i AXGELES, CAL., November 20, 1500.
S1R: I do not know what report or recommendation, if any. your special
agent, Mr. Ryan, may have made relative to New Liverpool SuaHt‘r Company
trespass. I know that Mr. Ryan made a study of the matter and that he was

fully informed and knows that the New Liverpool Salt (!omtg:ny is and has
for years taken great quantities of the very best of the en salt deposits
from section 22, 8 south, 10 east, 8. B. M. I presume you are fully informed
at this time in the premises.
Because the r of the New Liverpool S8alt Company has to me, to
friends, and to the jobbers boasted that he would ruin my business with
t which I knew he was g from Government land contrary to law, I
feel that it ismy privilege and duty to see that he is stopped.

You can see that this company, oy and controlled by the manager of
the Southern Pacific Company, taking salt without cost from Government
lands, and with power to make ruinous rates, has had a monopoly, and you
will not wonder that the five plants in SBan Francisco, who hswa%ean fight-
ing for five years, find they have lost money. ’

e stal Rock works here, the owners of which claim they had invested
over £, went out of business, and their entire plant lgdtng to ruin,
located on land, was recently sold for $3.500. The ondo works,
after a hard fight, have turned out their machinery and disposed of what
theiy could for other purposes.

ou say in your report: ‘* But there is no law under which title to lands
containing these salt deposits can be obtained, and the persons operating
these mines must be stopped.” Surely you will not, with the information
you now have, t Congress to passan act to relieve the sitnation which
will enable the New Live 1 Salt Company to acquire title to these valu-
able deposits free of cost. You say in your favor of the 30th ultimo, page 2:
*You are advised that the legislation proposed is of a general character, in-
tended for the Eublic good, and not for the benefit of any particular person
or persons." sounds well, but in practice the proposed measure would
surely mean title free to the New Live Salt Company. They are on the

d, their plant is on the ground, their spur track is on the ground: they

o not allow people to trespass or cross Government land on which the de-
posits lie; they own the section encircling the station; theyare in position to
make it impossible for others to acquire title to the salt deposits referred to
under such an act as you propose without the expenditure of large sums
of money and a fight, which would undoubtedly end in the New Liverpool
Balt Gompanﬁ aoﬁlanring title.

I believe, Mr. Hermann, with the knowledge wﬂfou have now, and with the
E}'oof of statements made at your hand, yon protect the legitimate salt

dustry of this section by stopping these trespassers, as you say they “ must
be stopped;” that youn will not let these valuable deposits become private

roperty unless by the Government for a valuable oonsidmtft{rlt. If
ey are stopped, no injury will come to the general public; purer salt will be
sold to the e at a uniformly lower price, resulting in the most good to
the most people. Prices at present are always raised upon the getting rid of
a competitor. You will agree that the public good would be best served by
these valuable deposits now owned by the Government being held by the
Government until such time as they are needed; or, if they must be disposed
of, which is not necessary at the present time, their the property
of parties other than those able to obtain ruinous railroad rates. is you
may not be able to accomplish. In case of their tion, it seems as if
mn conld not do less than recommend to Congress that they direct that the

ds be sold at public anction.

There are cient facilities in this country for the manufacture of pure
salt at reasonable prices. The money is al ¥ invested. The investmunts
have suffered enough at the hands of the New Liverpool Salt Company's
competition with Government salt.

It does not seem as if & was necesaara to find relief for these

(1)

m;

who

have made themselves rich by selli vernment property. Are you not
willing to give us some assurance that the measure recommended will be
withdrawn?

Yours, truly,

E. M. DURANT.
Hon. BINGER HERMANY,
Commissioner of the General Land Office, Washington, D. C,

DEPARTMENT OF THE INTERTOR, GENERAL LAND OFFICE,
Washington, D. C., December 20, 1900,

Sin: I have the honor to transmit herewith copy of correspondence, and
report by 8%1 Agent E. C. E{:ln relative toa trespass by the N ::'I.dv-
erpool Salt C on saline lands in sec. 22, T. 8 8., R. 10 E., San Bernar-
dhi"’rome i roport it that said

m said report it appears company have taken and are takin
large quantities of salt from said section whi):h appears from the records 05
GRS O e e

pon receipt ol re gent Ryan was directed, by tele, of the
28th ultimo (copy herewith) to consult the United States attorney concern-
ing said trespass and report, with affidavit testimony, the character of all sa-
e ith Tatact Aant R transmitted a letter (copy h

m the gent Ryan tr: aletter (copy herewith) from
United States Attorney Frank P. Flint, wherein he states:

**That the only action that can be taken in this matter is for the Govern-
ment to commence a suit in ejectment and to recover the value of the salt
removed. Ihave some hesitancy about taking such action at this thme with-
out instructions from the honorable Attorney-General, for the reason that I
am informed that these parties have been in possession of this land for about
gixteen years, and in report of the Commissioner of the General Land Office
to the Becretary of the Interior, of date August 20, 100, it is recommended
that Congress pass an act authorizing the acquisition of title to lands of this
character under the placer-mining laws. Iwould therefore su, tthat you
submit this matter to the honorable Commissioner of the General Land Office,
with request that if in his on proceedings should be commenced to eject
these parties from this land, the same be communicated to the honorable
Attorney-General who will then instruct me to commence such proceedings.”

In view of the statement of the United States attorney above quoted, I
have the honor to recommend that the honorable Attorney-General be re-

uested to direct the institution of proceedings as suggested by the United
tates attorney.

Very respectfully, BINGER HERMANN,

Commissioner,
The SBECRETARY OF THE INTERIOR.

DEPARTMENT OF THE INTERIOR, GESERAL LAND OFFICE,
Washington, D. C., January 15, 1901,
81a: I have the honor to acknowledge the receipt by departmental refer-
ence for early report in duplicate of a letter dated the 10th instant from Hon.
THoMAS C. McRAE, House of Representatives, relative to Senate bill 3313
mt_i Hlou?ia bill No. 9141, of the present Congress, concerning the disposal of
nelands.

Mr. McRAE desires information as to what lands in the Salton Basin,in
southern California, have been patented to the Southern Pacific Railroad
Company, and what action, if any, has been taken with a view to vacati
such patents. He further desires any other information which the De
ment may have by special agent's report or otherwise concerning lands in
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the Salton Basin, as to what extent they have been entered upon, occupied,
:g;i cliaimodby third persons, and what has been recommended in reference

reto.
In reply, I have the honor to report that the following lands, located in
what is understood to be known as the *Salton Basin,” have been patented
to the Southern Pacific Railroad Com , viz: The NE. } sec. 11, T. 8§ 8., R.
10 E., S8an_Bernardino meridian, fornia, 160 acres, patented October 7,
1801; the NW. +and 8. # sec. 11, all of sec. 15, and all of sec. 23, same township
and acres, patented Fe 3

No proceedings have been instituted for the pu.r;igse of vacating the pat-
ents issued for said tracts, but by office telegram of November 28, 1900, co
herewith, Special Agent E. C. Ryan was directed to make report with affi-
davit testimony relative to all saline lands in the vicinity. Upon receipt of
his report appropriate action will be taken.

Balotge report has been received relative to trespass upon saline lands in said
n Bﬂﬂiﬂ.

This is a report from Special Agent E. C. Ryan, dated November 17, 1900,
cop herewit.l?,ncharg'lng that the New Liverpool Balt Company have occn-
p'er and taken large quantities of salt from seec. 22, T. 8 8., R. 10 E., San Ber-
nardino meridian, which tract &Y}pearﬁ to be public land. :

By office letter of December 20, 1900, copy herewith, suit in ejectment, and
to récover the value of the salt removed, was recommended.

This letter was returned, on the informal reqﬁgst of this office, by depart-
mental letter of January 7, 1901, and by office letter of Jan 9, 1801, copy
herewith, it was recommended that proceedings be withheld for a period of
thirty days, within which time it was thought a satisfactory adjustment of
the matter might be made without resort to the courts, an byl r{onr letter

on

of the 12th instant you advised this office that the matter w be held in
abeyance for a of thirty days.
As bearing on this matter, I also transmit copy of several lettersfrom citi-

zens in southern California who are interested in the salt business.
The annual report of this office for the fiscal year ending June 30, 1900, con-
tained 381, the following recommendation relative to the disposition of

“ During the last session of Congress I had occasion to call attention to the
fact that in some of the States vast deposits of crystallized salt were being
developed ‘mtfn in the buil ﬁng fﬁ railroads and shmt.irg of watl{
machinery, t parties operating these mines or deposits were no
charged with bad faith, but there is no law under which titles to lands con-
taining these salt deposits can be obtained, and the persous operating these
mines must be stopped, notwithstanding the large expenditures made b;
f.hegh:nlam relief by the way of Congressional fggﬁmum could be

To ve the situation I recommend the following as a substitute to House
bill No. 9141:

““That on and after the approval of thisactany person authorized to enter
lands under the mining laws of the United States may enter and obtain i'gat-
ent to the land contain inf deposits or beds of crystallized salt, and chiefly
u!uub!‘e therefor, under the provisions of the law relating to placer-mining

“In m inion there is t need of on which will permit of the
lawful dg\':fogmant of these Ee ts or mgrystﬂumd aalg?'

Mr. MCRAE's letter is herewith returned.
Very respectfully, BINGER HERMANN,
Commissioner.

The SECRETARY OF THE INTERIOR.

[Telegram.]

DEPARTMENT OF THE ISTERIOR, GENERAL LAND OFFICE,
Washington, D. C., November 28, 1900,
E. C. RYAN,

Special Agent, Los Angeles, Cal.:
Consult United States attorney concerning New Liverpool Salt Company.

Repor th affidavit testimony, ¢ r all saline lands in vicinity.
i . BINGER HERMANN,

Commissioner.

DEPARTMENT OF THE Isrxnnmﬂmx. Laxp OFFICE,
Washington, D. C., January 8, 1901,
H#1r: By letter of the 20th nltimo this office transmitted copy of papers and
cormponBydanee in the matter of an a!.legad tr%e giew Liver 1
Salt Company on section 22, Tp.8 8., R. 10 E., S8an o meridian, Cali-
fornia. ferring to the letter from the United States attorney, stating that
he had some hesitancy about taking action against said company without in-
gtructions from the Attomei-;(}eneral. this office recommended that the
honorable Attorney-General requested to direet the institution of suit

t said company.

By vour letter of the Tth instant, in accordance with my informal reaf&rst,
yon returned said letter of the 20th ultimo in order that another and differ-
ent letter ht ve substituted in lien thereof.

I have the honor, therefore, to recommend that the honorable Attorney-

General be requested to direct that all ings be withheld for a period

of thirty days, within which time it is thought that a satisfactory adjust-
ment of the matter can be made without to the courts.

b Rl il BINGER HERMANN,
Commissioner,

The SECRETARY OF THE INTERIOR.

Mr. McRAE. Mr. Speaker, I have had this report and these
letters read, not because a condition existing in a particular lo-
cality onght to control always in general legislation, but in order
to show the condition that has been brought about in what is
known as Death Valley, in California—one of the richest salt
basins, as I understand, in the United States, A part of two sec-
tions reserved to the United States when the grant to the Southern
Pacific Railroad Company was made has by some method been
patented hg the railroad company and by it sold to this New Liver-
pool Salt Company. They are now in possession of it, and have
gone upon section 22, that has not been patented, and have sunka
galt well, according to this report, in the middle of it, and have
run their railroad tracks overit. Now they come to Congress and,
by this apparently innocent measure, seek to nire title to at
least 160 acres of this section 22. This land, which is shown by
the report of your own Government agent to be rich and valu-
able—worth many thousands of dollars—is actually in possession
of this company. o

It may be answered that under this little bill they can not ac-

quire title to more than 20 acres. This bill, Mr. Speaker, is notin
print, only one print of it, the engrossed print, and I presume a
great many members of the committee do not fully understand
the effect of what is in the bill.

Now let me call attention to the terms of the bill:

That all unoccupied public lands containing salt springs.

This section 22 is occupied by this salt company, which has
monopolized the salt trade and driven out of businessalmost every
salt manufacturer within its reach. So long as that land is oc-
cupied in this way nobody else can enterit. Notwithstanding the
provision that no man can enter more than one claim under the
placer law, they make it impossible for any man to enter any of
the lands occupied by this company, which must therefore become
a beneficiary by reason of the fact that the land which they occupy
can not be entered by anybody else. There could not be devised
a more cunning scheme to acquire legal control of the very piece
of pm%ﬁr that this concern wants.

Mr. G. Wonld not the persons of whom the gentleman
now complains be frespassers on that ground?

Mr, McRAE. No; 1tisa trespasser now; but by this bill you
make it impossible for anybody else to contest with it the loca-
tion of the land, because if occupies it.

Mr. KING. Have not the courts, in consfruing the mining
laws, repeatedly held that a man is not an occupant unless he is
on the land by color of title, which can only be obtained by com-
pliance with the laws of the Government?

Mr. McRAE. Mr, Speaker, I am not familiar with such deei-
gions as the gentleman refers to; but I apprehend that these words
were put in here for a purpose. I will state that they were not
in the bill originally recommended by the Commissioner or in the
bill re%ll'-:ted by the Committee on the Public Lands.
th; WLANDS. Will the gentleman permit an interrup-

n

Mr. McRAE. Certainly.

Mr. NEWLANDS. I canexplain to the gentleman the jnser-
tion of the word ‘‘ unoccupied” there. It is true that the bill re-
ported from the Committee on the Public Lands did not contain
this word *‘unoccupied.” If is true, also, that the bill reported
from the Committee on Public Lands of the Senate did not con-
tain it., That was put in, I will state, at the suggestion of the
Senator from Alabama, Mr. PETTUS, for some local purpose, I do
not understand what, to protect certain rights, I do not know
where. But I have no objection myself to the word being
stricken out.

Mr. McRAE. I donotknow who put the word in, but I know
that the word here is objectionable in this connection—

Mr. NEWLANDS (interrupting). If the gentleman will per-
mit me, I wish to state further that the bill I introduced did not
contain the word ‘‘unoccupied.” I regard it as entirely innocu-
ous, however, and if it be the will of the committee I have no pos-
sible objection to having it stricken out altolfether.

Mr. McCRAE. Mr. Speaker, we have a bill here extending the
whole placer-mining laws to a class of land that has been hereto-
fore reserved for other purposes, Upon its face the bill seems to
be harmless, But I have endeavored to call your attention to
what I believe to be grave defects in it, and to show that it should
notpassthis House. Ihaveshown by the testimony of persons who
are familiar with the salt business and whoare interested in what
this salt company has done.

I have filed protests to show that there is af least a controversy
there, and that these men—reputable men, I take it—have been
practically driven out of the salt industry on account of the meth-
ods of this concern. However, I know nothing personally of the
facts. I simply give the facts as they come to me. But it isa
fact beyond controversy that these people do continue to occupy
section 22 of the public lands, and one of the reports shows that
its salt well is in the center of that section.

Mr. Speaker, I care not whether these particular men get a
proper title to these lands or not, but I do object to their acquir-
ing more than they ought to have. I object to their getting be-
yond what would seem to be a reasonable share of these lands.
And I shall propose an amendment to this bill providing that they
gl;aaa not acquire title to more than 40 acres from the United

s.

1 would not make it possible for these men, who are now occu-
pying this land with their Indian employees, to practically mono;
olize the entire Territory and take control not only of the salt
lands themselves, but the administration of the law in connection
with them as well. For the Department loses absolute control of
them when it extends the placer mining laws to them until the
man applies for a patent, and under this bill he may never do that.

Now, Mr. Speaker, in view of the value of these deposits to the
people of the country. I ask youn to prevent the posribility of such
a monopoly as may follow this law. I wounld make it impossible
for any person or corporation to acquire more than a reasonable
portion of such lands.
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Mr, Speaker, I have a statement from the Los Herald,
of January 8, which I ask o have read at the desk, showing that
the lands in California to which reference is made in the pending
bill are much more valuable than seems to be indicated even by
the report, because it ap that borax and soda have been dis-
covered on the lands in that vicinity.

I ask the Clerk to read the article I send to the desk.

The Clerk read as follows:

HAVE FOUND A XITRATE DEPOSIT—THIRTY THOUSAND ACRES ARE FILED
ON—REPORTED THAT THE FIND WILL EQUAL FAMOUS NITRATE BEDS OF
PERU IN VALUE—PROMISE OF VIGOROUS POLICY OF DEVELOPMENT.

In yesterday morning’s Herald there was an account of the filing on abount
80,000 acres nfland in and near Death Valley, San Ber o County, for
borate and nitrate deposits. If the expectation of the interested people is to
be fulfilled, these claims will represent the introduction to California of a
new industry of vast importance. It is well known that San Bernardino
County now furnishes most of the borax used in the United States, and the
discovery of new deposits contains no sensational features.

But the discovery of a vast deposit of nitrate of soda, which is claimed, may
mark a new industry in the United States, for heretofore none has been pro-
duced in this country, and very little in any country save Peru. It has been
known for years that sulphate of soda i:dplentuql in the Death Valley region,
but nitrate of soda has never been mined there, if its existence has ever been
known.

The discovery of this deposit of nitrate of soda and borate is due to a sci-
entific expedition which has glst returned from the desert, which was nunder-
taken by . E. Bailey, E. M., Ph. D., and his brother, Dr. Will C. . The

former has been conmected with the United States Geol urvey,
and has been sent to foreign countries to carry on geol studies.
that manner he visited Pero a number of years ago and me familiar

with the nitrate deposits which have for several years been a bone of con-
B D ITval & hter o, ywims MmN 66 poaseut B fa a 105

orn w.
turex-l?.“n a medical college in San Francisco,

Mr, McRAE. Now, Mr. Speaker, if there is anything in this,
then there ought to be some way to dispose of the lands and yet
to prevent the monopoly of them. The amendment which I ghall
* offer to this bill will provide for the disposition of salt lands, and
expressly names borax and soda. Chloride of sodium is a salt;
carbonate of sodium is sal soda; nitrate of sodium is nsed in the
making of gunpowder and dynamite and nifroglycerin and giant
and smokeless powder; and all such lands have heretofore been
reserved, and are embraced in the general description of saline
lands. And in order to make it possible for those who have filed
upon the lands, as stated in that article, if it be true, I would
limit the holdings to 40 acres, and give every man who is a citizen
of the United States, or has declared his intention to become such,
the right to make such an entry at $5 an acre, instead of under
the placer law. Everybody will know then exactly what he can
do. The Department will have control over the administration
of the matter, and people who enter must do so under an affidavit
that they do not enter for speculative purposes, and the right to
contest and defeat the title will go with my bill if they do so ac-
quire them fradulently. Under the proposed committee bill no
such protection can be given the Government.

Mr. NEWLANDS. I understand that the gentleman proposes
to enlarge the scope of this bill in the first place by extending it
to borax and soda instead of salt alone.

Mr, McRAE. Well,if that is an enlargement. I think it is all
embraced in saline. I think salt covers it, but I do not want any
question about that.

Mr. NEWLANLS. Then in addition to that. the other change
you want is, that the word * unoccupied ” shall be stricken out.

Mr. McRAE. Yes; but I want more than that. Iwant an en-
tirely different act. I say that the placer law ought not to be ex-
tended to it, because there is nothing about the administration of
the placer law which is applicable.

Mr. NEWLANDS. Now,I ask the gentleman whether he does
not propose to make each entry 40 acres?

Mr. McRAE. Yes.

Mr. NEWLANDS. This bill makes it 20 acres, does it not?

Mr. McRAE, A corporation may enter 160 acres.

Mr. NEWLANDS. This bill says that the same person shall
not locate more than one claim hereunder.

Mr. McRAE. But the claim for a corporation is 160 acres.

Mr. NEWLANDS. That is under the placer-land act.

Mr. McRAE. Under theplacer law. acorporation may get
160 acres in the first place, and every man it can control can
get 20 acres, and they need never to come to the Government to
get a patent as long as they work it. Nobody has got anything
to do with it except the corporation and the local miners, and
they can get together and pass their local laws and administer the
Government’s property and never fay a cent for it. It is a most
cunningly devised act to get control of valuable salt beds, and for
which the people who may get them have done nothing in the
way of discovery. If they had earned it as the gold miners earn
it, by delving down into the ground at an expense of hundreds of
thousands of dollars and much experience and learning, they
might be entitled to it; but here the salt is upon the top of the
ground and its location known to all, and can be plowed up by
steam sléovels and sold without the payment of one cent to the Gov-
ernment.

Mr. Speaker, there is another thing connected with this matter
that I want to call attention to. That is the fact that is disclosed
in the re of this ial agent—fhat one of the incorporators
of this New Liverpool salt concern was the traffic agent of the
Southern Pacific Railroad Company, and that by a system of fa-
voritism to it that company has aided in driving out of business
the men who competed with it.

I call attention to it to show you what favoritism this concern
has had shown to it by the use of Government lands and by a
railroad which raceiveg a grant of public lands. Instead of seek-
ing to recover the lands erroneously patented to this railroad and
for the salf taken from section 22, which has not been patented,
gentlemen stand up hereand ask to extend a law that deliberately
and expressly protects the salt company in the occupancy of that
land, and makes it possible for it to hold not only what it has
acquired by purchase from the railroad, but to acquire section 22,
the most valuable section in the great salten basin.

I propose an amendment, to strike out all after the enacting
clause and insert what I send to the Clerk’s desk, and ask the
Clerk to read.

Mr. SHAFROTH. I will ask the gentleman whether that
amendment is the same as House bill No. 13704?

Mr. McRAE. Exactly. Ifis in print, and the other is not.

The Clerk read as follows:

That surveyed public lands of the United States, valuable chia%g for salt,
borax, or soda, but unfit for cultivation, may be sold to citizens of the United
States, or persons who have declared their intention to become such as re-
quired by the natu on laws, in quantities not exceeding 40acres toany
one person or association of persons, at the price of £ per acre, payable one-
fifth cash and the remainder in four equal annual ms&ments.

SEc. 2. That any n desiring to avail himself of the g;oﬁalons of this
act shall file with tge register of the proper district a written statement, in
duplicate, one of which is to be transmitted to the General Land Offi
ignating by 1 subdivisions the particular tract of land he desires to h}mr—
chase, setting forth that the same is unfit for enltivation and valuable chiefly
for its salt, borax, or soda; that he does not apply to purchase the same on
speculation, but in good faith to ap'gropriata it to his own exclusive use and
benefit; and that he has not, directly or indirectly, made any agreement or
contract, in any way or manner, with any person or persons whatsoever, b
which the title which he might acquire from the Government of the Uni
States, or the salt, borax, orsoda therefrom, should inure in wholeorin o
the benefit of any person except himself, which statement must be verified by
the oath of the applicant before the ter or receiver of the land office
within the district or before the clerk of the county in which the land is sit-
nated; and if any {)erson taking such oath shall swear falsely in the premises
he shall be snbject to all the pains and penalties of perjury, and forfeit
the money which he may have paid for said lands, and all right and title to
the same; and an];af'rant or conveyance, lease, or sale which he may have -
made of the land, salt, borax, or soda, except in the hands of bona fide pur-
chasers, shall be null and void.

SEC. 3. That upon the filing of said statement, as provided in the second
section of this act, the register of the land office shall post a notice of such ap-
plication, embracing a description of the land, in his office for a period of
thirty days, and furnish the applicant a copy of the same for publication,
at the expense of such applicant. in a newspaper published nearest the location
of the premises, for a like period of time; and after the expiration of the said
thirty days, if no adverse shall have been flled, the person desiring to

ase furnish to the ter of the land office satisfactory eviden
rsththat- said notice of the application prepared by the register as arore&
wasduly published in a newspaperas herein required; secondly, that the land
is of the character contemplated in this act, and that it apparently contains
no valuable deposits of gol f,'g silver, cinnabar, pay-

ce, des-

, copper, or coal, and
ment to the proper officer of the money of said land, together with
the fees of the register and the receiver, as provided for in the case of home-
stead entries, the ap&tmt may be (ﬁrmltbed to enter said tract.and, on the
transmission to the General Land ce of the papers and testimony in the
case, and the foil payment of the gnnrchm money, a patent shall issue
thereon: Provided, That any person vh:_fxn. valid to the land may

est the of a patent to lands soclaimed by him, stating the nature
of his claim thereto; and evidence shall be taken and the merits of said con-
test shall be determined by the officers of the Land Office, subject to appeal,
as in other land cases, and the laws applicable to contests in homes en-
tries are hereby extended to lands subject to entry under this act. Effect
shall be given to the foregoing provisious of this act by regulations to be pre-
scribed by the Commissioner of the General Land Office.

The SPEAKER pro tempore (Mr. Mooby of Massachusetts),
e gentleman from Iowa is r ized for fifteen minutes,

Mr, LACEY. Mr, Speaker, I wounld like to have the attention
of the House before proceeding, I have always listened with
absolute confidence to the positions taken by my friend from
Arkansas [Mr. McRAE], and his objection to this bill is entitled
to the carefnl consideration of this House. I only regret his
retirement from the Committee on Public Lands, on which he
served so long; and I have no doubt if he had been a member of
that committee, and had investigated that matter as the committee
has, he would have joined the Republican members of this com-
mittee and the Democratic members of the same committee in
the unanimous reports which they have presented in this case.

This matter has come before Congress twice. In the Fifty-fifth
Congress the Commissioner of the Land Office and the Secretary
of the Interior asked Congress to adopt the legislation which is
now being considered in this bill. No action was taken at that
time. And in the present Congress the Commissioner of the
Land Office again, on page 77 of his report, called attention to his
request for legislation of this character, and urged that a bill sub-
stantially such as that now before the House be adopted.

The committee took the subject up upon a billintroduced by the
gentleman from Nevada [Mr, NEwLaxNps], This proposition isa




1302

CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—HOUSE.

JANUARY 22,

much larger one than merely applying to the saline basin in south-
ern California. As the gentleman has shown, it will apply to the
shore of the Salt Lake and the deposits of salt of various kinds in
Nevada, and it was to these deposits that the gentleman from Ne-
vada was addressing himself in the introduction of the bill. The
bill was reported unanimously from the Committee on Public
Lands, The Committee on Public Lands of the Senate reported
the same bill, but there was a clause in both bills groviding that
where persons had possession, had locations which had been made
or were doing work upon those lands, they should have a prefer-
ential right for six months to enter under the placer-mining laws.

Mr. McRAE. I want to correct the gentleman, The Commit-
tee on Public Lands of the Senate did not consider this bill at all.

Mr. LACEY. What committee did?

Mr. McRAE. The Committee on Mining, and the bill in my
opinion, therefore, ought to have gone to the Committee on

ining.

Mr. iACEY. It may have been reported by the wrong com-
mittee of the Senate. If it was reported by the Committee on
Mining, it was reported by the wrong committee, because this is
a matter which ought to come within the exclusive jurisdiction
of the Public Lands Committee. But in the Senate they struck
out that provision for preferential right of entry. In the House
the bill stands in that shape.

Inasmuch as the Senate bill was different in striking out the
preferential right, I called the attention of the committee to it,
and they considered whether they should accept the Senate bill.
The matter was considered, and the gentleman from Arkansas

Mr. McRaE] and the attorney for the Mexican Standard Salt
mpany also appeared before the Committee on Public Lands
and objected to the bill. A full hearing was had, the matter was
fully investigated, and the committee unanimously stood by the
bill with the Senate amendment as it appears upon the Speaker’s
table. So the proposition is one not at all confined to the saline
basin, but is of a general character, and it is incidental that it
sp’f‘v]ies to that locality.
his is now a fight between two salt companies. It appears
that the Mexican salt company (the Standard) has been importing
salt infto the United States, paying duty at $1.80 a ton. Then it
appears that it was the habit of the Liverpool Salt Company to
export salt to Mexico, paying the Mexican duty. Application was
made to the Mexican Government, and that Government increased
the duty on American salt to $20 a ton, thus prohibiting the im-
portation of American salt into the neighboring Republic, The
same dperson who is making opposition to this bill is manager or
resident of the Mexican Salt Company. He isattacking this bill.

e wrote a letter to the chairman of the Committee on Public
Lands, and I call the attention of the House to a few lines from
it. He said, in the letter written in January, 1901:

The New Liverpool Salt Company and their m: r, Mr. George W. Dur-
borow, have for years taken great quantities of salt from the Government
lands contrary to law. They have ruined the salt industry of this section
with Government salt. One man lost, he claims, $60,000 in the salt business
on account of the action of the New Liverpool Salt Compan{ﬁ who demoral-
ized trade with Government salt, which they have taken without cost.

They cut the price down and outraged the Mexican company,
and now they come for relief to the Congress of the United States!
Farther on in the letter he says:

I beg of you that you will withhold any action by your committee duri
the pmsen{semi{m. etting these people, who have seen fit to browbeat an
destroy the salt manufacturers of this section, to face the United States and
face the people whom they have injured, and not be a party to finding relief

for them.

They had been * furnishing cheap salt,” and have robbed and

injured the people of the United States. And this gentlemen,

resenting the Mexican salt company, wants them toface the
indignant people, who have actually n getting salt a little
cheaper from this locality than they would have got if the busi-
ness been interfered with by appropriate legislation.

Mr. HENRY C. SMITH. Will the gentleman permit me to
ask him a question?

Mr, LACEY, Certainly.

Mr. HENRY C. SMITH. In what respect does this salt com-

with other salt?

Mr, LACEY. Itis better than Michigan salt, a great deal.

Mr. HENRY C. SMITH. ThenI am againstyou. [Laughter.]

Mr. LACEY. Itisaremarkabledeposit. There are 150 square
milesof it. One-half of it belongs to the railroad company and the
other half belongs to the Government. That leaves about 75
square miles belonging to the Government, and the Mexican con-
cern is afraid that somebody will get that 75 square miles and
monopolize it.

Mr. MONDELL, Has the gentleman any information as to
what the railroad company asks for its salt lands?

Mr. LACEY. I have information, but I do not know how ac-
curate it is, and in a controversy between salt companies I take
everything with a few grains of salt. [Laughter.]

This bill is a much broader bill than would apply to one basin,
It applies to all the salt in the Western country, and it proposes,

as requested by the Secretary of the Interior and the Land Office
to put it under the placer-mininglaw. Under that law unlimited
quantities could be taken, but they must pay $5 an acre, and
this bill limits the location of one claim to each person. Conse-
quently, instead of taking unlimited claims, each man can only
get 20 acres, and he is required to pay $5 an acre or do $100 worth
of work on the claim each year continuously in order to hold it.
This particular locality is a natural salt factory. There are 150
miles that are flowed every year from 1 to 2 feet in depth, The
wind blows from one direction usually in winter, blowing the
water with the salt upon it to one side of the basin, and there it
crystallizes; and in the summer it is the hottest place in the
world, 150 degrees in the sun. Nobody can work in this sait ex-
cept an Indian, and he only an acclimated Indian.

ow, this company was working upon land bought of the rail-
road company. Iam told that the railroad com?any offers the
land from $2.50 to $3.50 an acre and have only sold about three
sections, These lands were staked off. Each section had stakes
on the corners, but as the water comes up each winter the stakes
were washed ont. So when this company put down an artesian
well, by mistake they put it on the public land instead of on the
railroad land, and the main object which gentlemen have in try-
ing to get section 22 is to capture the hole in the ground bored
by the Liverpool Salt Company. That hole was drilled in order
to get fresh water for the purpose of washing the salt. The salt
is almost pure. Itistaken off the ground with a plow and scraper,
loaded on the cars, but the market in which it can be sold is lim-
ited, because of the question of transportation. Itcontrolslargely
the trade of southern California.

Too much attention has been attracted to this particular fea-
ture of the bill as to its application to this particular basin. This
affects the States and Territories of Colorado, Idaho, Arizona, and
New Mexico, and all of the various Western States, and pending
the thorough examination or reexamination suggested by the gen-
tleman from Arkansas [Mr. McRAE] the committee came to the
conclusion that all they were asked fo do by the gentlemen oppos-
ing this bill was to make such legislation as would aid the Mexi-
can comgany in their contest with the southern California com-
pany, and that they werenot disposed todo. The bill alsoincludes
Salton, but it provides in a general way for the opening up of the
various regions where the salt can be found.

Mr. Plummer's letter was read to the House in the time of the
gentleman from Arkansas, in which he says that the bill ought
not to pass. Afterwards he sent a telegram to the Commissioner
of the Land Office, which I ask to have read from the Clerk’s desk.

The Clerk read as follows:

BAN FrAxCI8C0, CAL., January 2, 1901.
Hon. BixgeER HERMAXN, Washington, D. C.:

Please rescind letter November 14. Signed under misapprehension. Ifavor
bill recommended in report June 50.

J. A. PLUMMER.

Mr.LACEY, SothispropositioncomesbeforeCon indorsed
and requested—in fact, the bill was introduced at the request of
the Land Office and the Secretary of the Interior. It has been
considered in two Congresses, passed by the Senate, and was be-
fore the House, and after a thorough hearing of it, without regard
to party, the Committee on Public Lands unanimously decided on
the progriety of accepting the Senate bill and adopting this meas-
ure, and providing a method by which salt can be taken.

There is nothing in the contention as to the even-numbered sec-
tions in the Salton Basin. We have photographs here, but they
are too small for the House to see at a distance; but I would be
glad to have every member look at the photographs on mdy;igesk
to show the vast area that this deposit covers. There is no danger
of a monopoly in a basin of that size.

Mr. BREAZEALE. About what is the area covered?

Mr. LACEY. About 150 square miles.

Mr. BREAZEALE. One other question: Has this bill received
the unanimous report of the committee?

Mr. LACEY. It has been unanimously reported twice—first,
when there was no opposition to if; second, npon reconsideration
and reexamination, when my friend from Arkansas made before
the committee about the same speech he has made here to-day—a
little better speech than the speech of to-day, because the room
was smaller and we could hear him better. His speech was made
before the Committee on Public Lands—acommittee that confides
in him, that has never lost faith in him; a committee that would
believe a.nythini hemight say, unless they knew it was not the fact.
[Launghter.] The committee, having onceinvestigated the matter,
reinvestigated it on the request of the gentleman, and again came
unanimously to the conclusion that the bill ought to be passed.
If there is anything that would change my mind on this question
it is the fact that my judgment is in conflict with that of my friend
from Arkansas, But the difficulty with him is that he has not
given the matter as full examination as its merits deserve, or as full
as he really thinks he has.

[Here the hammer fell.]
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Mr. NEWLANDS. I yield fifteen minutes to the gentleman

from Colorado [Mr. SHAFROTH].
Mr. SHAFROTH. Mr. Speaker. I am not acquainted with
either of the corporations that are trying to get ion of sec-

tion 22 of the Salton basin, nor with any stockholder of either cor-

ation. But we people of the mining States believe that when
P::rs are to be enacted they ought to be general, and for that rea-
son we oppose any legislation that has a tendency to make a vari-
ation or difference in the mining laws. The natural inquiry is,
‘What is the best law to be adopted in reference to the taking up
of saline lands—not in Salton Basin, but throughout the entire
United States? :

The answer, it seems to me, is plain and clear, that either the
law with reference to lode-mining claims or with reference to
placer-mining claims would be very approPriabe legislation. The
reason we want to adopt one or the other of those systems of locat-
ing claims is because the courts have constrned the provisions of
those laws. A man who locates his claim under those laws knows
what rights he has. Butif youaregoing to enact a new statute—
for instance, the substitute proposed by the gentleman from
Arkansas—the result will be that novel constructions may be

laced upon every sentence or every syllable contained therein.
g‘hese mining laws are somewhat intricate; they involve the con-
structions which have been adopted by the courts. The courts
have been construing the placer-mining laws for years and years,
and now a man locating a mining claim knows pretty clearly to
what he is entitled. ey

The Li;eutlemam from Arkansas says that the present bill is cal-
culated to create a monopoly. I submit, Mr. Speaker, that it is
no more conducive to a monopoly than the bill which he has him-
self introduced. We know from the experience which we have
had with reference to placer-mining claims that no monopoly has
taken place; nor is it likely that any monopoly could be created by
the laws relating to placer-mining claims, for the reason—

Mr. McRAE. Will the gentleman point ont any section of the
placer-mining law which prohibits the acquiring of title by one
man for another after location?

Mr.SHAFROTH. Oh,no. Buf the feature of the existing law
which prevents a monopoly is the very feature which the gentle-
man has omitted from his bill, and that is the provision that any
man locating a claim shall do annual work upon it. A monopoly
wanis to get (fmon of lands and hold them so that they can
not be worked. But when the law requires that on every 20 acres
of land the locator must do $100 worth of work each year, that is
the feature which makes the taking up of lands under the placer-
mining laws unprofitable to corporations and monopolies, view
of that requirement to do work, it is much more difficult to create
a monopoly than under the bill which the gentleman has intro-
duced, which simply provides that a man can bid for the land to
an amount not exceeding $5 an acre.

Mr. McRAE. It isnota question of bidding, but of purchasing
as an absolute right such land by a citizen of the United States.

Mr. SHAFROTH. Yes; it is a sale at §5 an acre. Now, the
placer-mining laws require that a man shall do §5 worth of work

r acre every year on his claim. Consequently, if he holds that

nd five years—

Mr, McRAE. He can have the work done by a corporation, or
gell to one, and in that way a monopoly may be created,

Mr. SHAFROTH. I do not care by whom the work may be
done. It is the cost of the work which makes large holdings un-
profitable.

Bnut this placer-mining law, which is made applicable to salt-
mining claims, simply says that each locator shall have but one
salt-mining claim. It is true that after locating one claim he may
sell it to somebody else; but the same thing can take place under
the bill the gentleman has introduced.

Mr. McRAE. The gentleman is mistaken, because under my
bill W{ern a man initiates an entry he must swear that he buysfor
himself.

Mr. SHAFROTH. But is there any provision that after he has
obtained title from the United States he can not convey it?

Mr. McRAE. When a man has bought land in good faith he
can, if he sees fit. dispose of it; and he oughtto be allowed to do so,

Mr. SHAFROTH. The mining laws ought not tobé so limited
that a miner can nct sell his claim.

Now, Mr. Speaker, is it possible that this House will for a min-
ute seriously consider the proposition to substitute for the bill of
the committee that which is offered by the gentleman from Ar-
kansas—a bill which the gentleman himself has framed, but which
I do not believe any member of the Committee on Public Lands
saw until yesterday, and I doubt whether any other member of
the Honse has seen it until to-day.

Mr. McCRAE., Will thegentleman allow me to say that the bill
to which he refers is at least in print, while the bill under consid-
eration, and which we are asked to pass, is not even in print and
not accessible in any shape?

Mr, SHAFROTH. That may be true, Mr. Speaker; but never-

theless the 0111{ provision contained in the bill is that the pro-
vision of the p -mining lands shall apply, and these placer-
mining laws are well understood. They havebeenupon thestatute
books for years and years past, and there can be no misunder-
standing their meaning.

Now, as tothe bill l1:1:01)(:«:;&41 by the gentleman, there are several
provisions in it which no committee, in my judgment, would rec-
ommend. The very first line of the bill proposed by the gentle-
man contains a provision which would be exceedingly objection-
able to me, and one which I could not support. He refers to the
‘surveyed lands of the United States.”

Is it possible that we wish to limit the exploration of these
lands, the opening up of these mines and deposits, to the surveyed
lands alone? Certainly the gentleman is familiar with the his-
tory of mining operations of the past. Any man may go upon
the public lands which have not been surveyed and locate a gold
mine. He may get millions and millions out of it. Why, the

entleman must know that in 1849, in the excitement of the min-
ing operations in California, lands were taken up in all parts of
that State, vast mineral deposits unearthed, and millions, untold
millions of dollars taken from the earth where there never had
been a survey. Millions of acres of the ]public domain still re-
main unsurveyed. Is it possible that a law applicable to gold
and silver mines which has been on our statute books for years,
and which can not be abused, shall not apply to lands of very
much less value and containing minerals not nearly so desirable
to the prospectors as gold and silver?

A%ain, the gentleman’s bill—I mean that offered as a substitute
by the gentleman from Arkansas—provides that a man shall apply
for these lands at the office of the register and receiver in the local
land office of the district where the lands are situated, and if there
is no contest there he shall be entitled to his entry at $5 an acre.

Mr. LACEY. Tohow many acres?

Mr. SHAFROTH. He may acquire 40 acres under the provi-
sions of the McRae bill. Thatis just twice as much as the indi-
vidual locator is allowed under the provisions of the bill reported
from the Committee on the Public Lands. Now, as the gentleman
says, eight persons may associate themselves together and take up
160 acres of the land, and a corporation is allowed to take up the
same amount of land, because it is presumably an association of
individuals; and when they acquire lands in this manner there is
no limit to their right to convey them.

Mr. MCRAE. If the gentleman will permit me, I am sure he
desires to be entirely fair in his statement——

Mr. SHAFROTH. Undoubtedly.

Mr. McRAE. Under your bill any number of men can make
entries to the extent of 20 acres that you permit them to take up.

Mr, SHAFROTH. Yes.

Mr. McRAE. Then, in that event, what prevents these men
from acquiring an indefinite number of tracts, consolidating them
by sale, and thus make a monopoly of the whole? ]

Mr,. SHAFROTH., Why, Mr. Speaker, it is prevented by the
requirement contained in the placer-mining act, which permits
them to take up only 20 acres of land each, and requires $100
worth of work fo be done on each tract each year for a period of
five years after the location has been made.

Mr. McRAE. But when anumber of men gather together and
make their selections and acquire the land, what is to prevent
them from consolidating with another concern occupying a like
number of acres, and so on indefinitely, especially in view of the
fact, when it is a well-understood thing that they can do their work
upon one claim and it counts as being work upon all the claims
owned by such a combination?

Mr. SHAFROTH. That is only true as to the eight claims to
whigl}j:he gentleman has referred, but could not possibly go be-
yond that.

Mr, McRAE. Thatis true as to the eight claims located and
also indefinitely true, because the right to purchase applies to any
number of claims,

Mr. SHAFROTH. The gentleman is mistaken in that. You
can put $4,000 worth of work on any one of the claims and have
it anly to the eight claims located together, but it would not
apply to any other claims. Monopoly is absolutely prevented by
the provisions of this bill.

Now, in the gentleman’s amendment that seems to be permitted.
These people who engage in a monopoly want a very large area to
keep out other producers and prevent competition. This bill that
we are advocating prevents such monopoly, and anything we can
do to make these people work and spend money upon the land is
that much of a preventive toward taking any lands for monopoly
purposes unless they are to be developed. Of course the attempt
to acquire a monopoly of such lands will be entirely too expensive
a proposition and could not operate under any circumstances.

ut there is another objection to the proposition the gentleman
makes, The mining laws have become familiar to the people who
are engaged in that industry throughout the United States. We
believe in the exploration of the public lands of the United States,
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and insist that there shounld be a re(}luirement that before people
acquire title to the domain under the United States for minin

purposes they should explore and develop the lands, because i

they are permitted to acquire them without this development it
would allow the acquisition of large tracts of public land with-
out regard to the interests of the United States and the welfare of
the general public. It is on that account that we say we do not
want your land, even for nothing. We want to make every man
who goes upon the public domain exploring for mineral of any
kind e nga money, so that he will discover something of value;
go that his claim will be developed; so that the country will be
developed; so that it will add to the wealth of the nation itself.
For these reasons the E:hli&land laws of the United States have
always provided that developing work shonld be done each year.

Now, the bill which the gentleman from Arkansas has intro-
duced requires nothing of the kind. It simply requires that pur-
chase may be made at $5 per acre, and after the title is made
there is no limitation whatever upon the party having it. It
is true, Mr. Speaker, that monopolies can buy. It is true that
they can do so under this and under the other system whichis in
vogue; but under the placer-land laws the man must pay five
times as much if he wants to hold the land, and that of itself has
a tendency to prevent monopoly. It thereby becomes too expen-
sive to acquire and hold large tracts of land in order to make them
nonproductive.

Mr. Speaker, I want to say that we believe in uniformity of the
mining laws. When a miner goes ouf and takes a piece of land
he does not want to go to some town or city to find out how he
ghall locate it. Uniformity of the mining Iaws adds to the sim-
plicity of the system, whereas if we have one law for salt lands,
and another for gold lands, and another law for other lands, the
result is that a man can not without almost expert knowledge
make a location; that is, he will be confused. It will also be pro-
ductive of litigation, by reason of the fact that one man will adopt
one system with reference to certain lands and another man will
adopt another system to the same kind of claims, and thus con-
fusion and litigation will follow. If is befter that there should
not be one kind of law for saline lands and another law for other
mineral lands, but that for the entire United States the land laws
should be uniform, both for the simplicity in location of the land
and for the development of the material interests of the nation.

Mr. NEWLANDS. I yield five minutes to the gentleman from
Utah [Mr. Kixg].

Mr. KING. DMr. Speaker, the gentleman from Nevada and the
chairman of the Committee on the Public Lands, as well as th;sdgen-
tleman from Colorado [Mr. SEAFROTH], haveso fully explained the
provisions of the pending measure, and demonstrated the neces-
sity of its enactment, that but little of anything can be added to
the discussion. They have also so clearly indicated the imperfec-
tions of the measureoffered by my friend from Arkansas [Mr.
McRaE] that I feel assured he must see the wisdom of accepting
the committee's proposition. :

Mr. Speaker, an argument of persuasive force a; tome in
favor of the committee’s bill, viz, that it is along the line of uni-
formity in our mining system. The mining laws of the United
States, notwithstanding their defects, stand as a monument to the

nius of the Anglo-Saxons for self-government and to their love

or order and regard for the rights of others. The policy of our
Government has been to encourage the development of the min-
eral resources of the public domain.

The hidden wealth was regarded as the inheritance of the peo-
a]e and the invitation to all was to enter upon the lands of the

overnment and exploit therein the mineral wealth. The old
monarchical idea that the sovereign was entitled to the mineral
deposits did notprevail. The marvelousdevelopment of the West
and the consequent enrichment of the nation can be attributed to
this liberal and beneficent policy with reference to the mineral

lands.
Early in the history of our legislation there was a disposition to
restrictions upon the acquisition of title to mineral lands,
and in January, 1828, the Committee on Public Lands in the House
submitted a report against the system of leasing mineral lands or
the adoption of a policy which wounld deter private exploration and
development accompanied by ownership of such lands. President
Polk, in his message to Congress December 2, 1845, strongly pre-
sented the evils which attended a system of leasing with the Gov-
ernment as the landlord and the people as tenants.

In 1850, because of the u.nparaﬁ:?ed output of gold from Cali-
fornia, the public mind was inflamed, and some eminent legisla-
tors conceived the idea of securing some profits to the United
States from the mineral productions.

But wiser counsels prevailed. Senator Benton, while in the
Senate, argued for unrestricted freedom upon the part of the citi-
zen in his e?t):oraﬁona for mineral deposits upon the public

e -

That the United States ought not to undertake to make revenne out of
the mines; * * * that she ought to content herself with receiving what

will pay the expenses of the administration of such a system, and that sys-
tem ought to be just as simple as it can be made and, at the same time,':ge-
gerve order among the miners. * * * [ believe in individuals managin
things of this kind, but not nations. * * * And have we not had exﬁrﬁ
ence in the attempt of our Government to raise revenue from mines? ve
we forgotten the mines and salt sgre{ngswe reserved in Missouri and
1llinois? And bhave we forgotten that when we acquired these countries and
heard of the salt springs and lead mines there we were inflamed with the
idea of the United States deriving revenue from boiling salt water and digging
lead mines? Under that excitement these salt mines and these lead mines
bhat was the result of it* Itturned out thatthe

Federal Government was never made for the purpose of salt water or
digging lead.

During the discussion of the mining law of 1866 Senator Sher-
man advocated the policy of throwing open to entry the mineral
lands of the United States. He stated:

1 think it is the interest of the United States to get rid of the mineral lands
of the United States, to give them into the hands of private individuals, to
give them the title by patents in the ordinary way, so that the United States
will be divested of all O‘pmpriet.ary r:;ﬂ“ over the mines. * * # T might
produce the opinions of Mr. Benton, Mr, Clay, and many of the most eminent

were reserved to be leased.

statesmen of America to show that the title of mineral lands is of no benefit
to the United States.
The leasing idea is founded upon the monarchical view that the

most valuable things belong to the sovereign.

It has been condemned in this country, and our present liberal
Eining ]f;wa have been approved by the enlightened judgment of

e people.

Leaving the homes of their fathers and the strong attachments
of youth, the brave and heroic sons of the East broke through the
deserts and with impetuous ardor threw themselves against the
mountain fastnesses of the Pacific coast. Nature yielded to their
demands, and a stream of mineral wealth gushed from the rocks
struck by their hands and gave new life and energy to the indus-
tries of our country.

They established rules and regulations which secured them the
results of their toil. These rules became the basis of the splendid
mineral-land system now prevailing in the United States.

Congress recognized the miners’ code by declaring, in 1866—

That the mineral lands of the public domain, both surveyed and unsur-
veyed, are hereby declared to be free and open to exploration and occupation
by all citizens of the United States, snbject to su:—ﬁ regulations as may be
prescribed by law, and subject to the local customs and rules of miners in
the several mining districts, so far as the same may not be in conflict with the
laws of the United States.

Mr, Speaker, under the policy of the Government a uniform
mining system has grown up in this conntry. The manner of ac-
quiring title to mineral lands has been the same wherever public
lands were found. Ar ent is unnecessary to show the advan-
tages of uniformity in this regard. Richand poor, all have known
the law, and all have had equal opportunities to acquire mineral-
bearing lands of the United States.

The placer law is understood by the people; it has been exam-
ined by the courts, as well as the land offices and land officials of
the Government. Its provisions have been construed, and the
courts have interpreted its meaning.

This bill proposes to apply a law well understood by the people,
and acceptable in its operations both to the Government and the
people, to the saline lands belonging to the United States., In the
interest of order and uniformity, to prevent controversy and liti-
gation, this action should be approved. This is tardy legislation,
Years ago Congress should have done what is now suggested. It
is in the interest of all the people to have the Government alienate
the mineral lands. Their alienation means their development,
and that means the increase of wealth.

My friend from Arkansas criticises the bill because of the lan-
guage in the first line, which provides that ** all unoccupied” lands
of the United States saline in character ‘‘shall be subject to
entry.” He contends that these words imply a scheme to confer
upon trespassers superior claims. As I understand his argnment,
certain persons are wrongfully upon some saline lands in Cali-
fornia. They are trespassers and can be punished, but this bill
legalizes their wron%a and converts their trespasses into preexist-
ing and superior rights, With all due respect tomy friend, whose
judgment and ability I very much admire, I think he is in error.

Tﬁglwords ‘*occupied * and *‘ unoccupied,” as employed in min-
ing and land statutes, have a technical meaning. ey have been
construed by the courts over and over again, If there is no law
by which title to these saline lands can be acquired, then they are
in contemplation of law * unoccupied,” and the fact that some
person may be in possession of a portion thereof does not change
the question., These lands are ‘‘ unoccupied,” and if this bill be-
comes a law will be subject to entry under the placer laws of the
United States.

The distinguished tleman from Arkansas further urges
against the committee’s measure that it will favor the creation of
a salt monopoly. I need not say that no person is more opposed
to eriminal combinations and monopolies in restraint of trade and
commerce than I am. I seein their growth a menace to the in-
dustrial freedom of the people; and I feel that appropriate legis-
lation should be enacted to grevent their continuance and pre-
clude their formation, But I think the position of my friend is
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untenable; that is, I donot think his measure possesses any greater
power to prevent a monopoly than the bill reported by the com-
mittee.

Certainly my friend knows that under the bill which he sug-
gested it would be as easy to obtain a monopoly as under the law
suggested by the committee.

Mr. McRAE. If the gentleman will allow me, I make the man
who makes the entry swear that he will not dispose of the title,
and fix the penalty for perjury if he does. Under yours there is
no penalty.

Mr. KING. I understand—

Mr. McRAE. And he can sell before he gets the patent, and
before he paysthe Government a cent, and without any knowledge
of the Government, simply under the regulations of the local

miners.

Mr. SHAFROTH. Yes; but your provision only applies before
the title is perfected, while it is pending before the patentis issued.
1t ;;iec(blea not apply to what he may do with the land after it is pat-
ented. :

Mr. McCRAE. But that is exactly what can be done under the
committee bill—sell before he gets title.

Mr, KING. Iam afraid gentlemen are taking all my time.

Mr. McRAE. Iwill yield five minutes’ time to the gentleman,
if it isnecessary. Y

Mr. KING. That is very kind. I was going to say that my
friend certainly knows that some of the land laws of the United
States—for instance, the homestead laws—contain very strict pro-
hibitions with reference to alienation, and require the same char-
acter of oath which my friend here prescribes. It would seem
that the Government has so hedged about the entry upon public
lands under that law as to prevent people from alienating them,
Yet my friend must know—and if he does not, everybody else in
the West knows—that thousands of men have located upon land
under the homestead law who have contracted directly or indi-
re:ltly to alienate the land just as soon as they have obtained
title.

The entryman has been furnished money with which to obtain
title, and there has been an understanding existing between the
parties that as soon as the patent was obtained the {?tentze would
convey it to tl};ﬁlparty who furnished the money. Under the pro-
vision of the bill of my friend, just as soon as the titleis obtained,
alienation can be effected. :

Mr, McRAE. But the gentleman will admit that the man who
does that commits perjury and is subject to the penalties for
perjury if convicted.

TpedSPE.AKER pro tempore. The time of the gentleman has

red.
r. McCRAE. I will yield the gentleman three minutes,

Mr. KING. Perhaps that is true, and yet we know men do it.

Mr. McRAE. The point I make is that the placer laws suggest
no penalty, and yet under that law you subject him to one loca-
tion, and the day after he makes it, if he likes, he can transfer it
to anybody else without the least danger or risk of punishment
whatever. In my case he must swear that he enters for him-

self,

Mr. KING. 1am afraid my friend is consuming the three min-
utes he so kindly yielded me.

Mr. MCRAE. Iyield youtwomoreif you can answer that ques-
tion.

Mr. KING. Imaynotanswerit tothesatisfaction of myfriend.
He knows that notwithstanding the stringency of the laws with

t to the alienation of lands acquired under the general land
laws, they have been ineffective to prevent transfers. There has
not been, within my knowledge. a single conviction for perjury
because of alienation, and yet thousands of acres have been con-
veyed in contravention of thges:i[jirit, if not the letter, of laws by
which such lands were acquni

Mr, McRAE. There have been half a dozen in my State putin
the penitentiary for violating the land laws,

Mr. KING. That is the only State, so far as I know, where the
law has been enforced. There is nothing in the bill offered by
my friend which will prevent the lands when patented from pass-
ing into the hands of a salt trust. The patentee can convey to
any person. A representative of the Southern Pacific Railway
could locate 40 acres under my friend’s measure and his employees
could each locate 40 acres. The employer might supply the money
to obtain title and fhen the persons obtaining it could convey to
the railroad or to a monopoly.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The time of the gentleman has

expired.
Mr. GAINES. I want to ask the gentleman a question.
Mr. McRAE. I will yield the gentleman one minute for that

purpose.
Mr. GAINES. It seems that there is a scramble by somebody
somewhere to get hold of these salt lands. That is the milk in
the cocoanut, is it not? Iam tryinf to get at the facts.
Mr, KING, Ido notthinkso. If the gentleman will permit

me, the bill under consideration simply asks for the application
of a well-understood and uniform law to all the lands of a gimilar
character in the United States.

Mr. GAINES. That have salt mines.

Mr. KING. We seek to apply to all one general law.

Mr. GAINES. A salt trust or salt monopoly in this country is
trying to get hold of these lands, is it not?

Mr. KING. It has been suggested by the gentleman from Ar-
kansas that that was the case in southern California, where there
is a large area of territory covered with a saline deposit, and two
rival parties are trying to obfain a portion of it.

Mr. GAINES. You do not dispute the truth of the statement
of the gentleman from Arkansas that someone who ought not to
get hold of these lands is trying to get hold of them by the passage
of this bill?

Mr, KING. Ido not concede the truth of that. I believe that
any man has the right to go there and make such effort as he can
to procure title to a portion of this saline territory.

Mr, GAINES. But the scramble is to get hold of these salt
lands in this and other of our Territories.

Mr. KING. I donot know that it goes that far.

Mr. GAINES. Do you nof think it should be held as publie
property for the public benefit?

Mr. KING. Ido not.

Mr,. SHAFROTH. There are a great many other salt lands in
the conntry.

Mr. GAINES. The salt trust appears to have obtained control
of the whole country.

Mr. SHAFROTH. There are 350,000 acres of salt lands in the
State of Kansas belonging to the Government to-day.

Mr. GAINES. Why are they not developed?

Mr, SHAFROTH. They are not available because you have
got to sink so deep.

Mr. GAINES, If they can not be utilized, then these other
lands ought to be kept.

Mr, KING. They are only valuable as they have good trans-
portation.

Mr. GAINES. A good many people seem to want to get them,
from the clash of logic and flow of eloquence we have had this
morning.

Mr. NEWLANDS,. I yield five minutes to the gentleman from
Wyoming.

Mr. MONDELL. Mr, Speaker, the questions involved in the
passage of this measure have been somewhat beclouded by reason
of a quarrel between two rival salt companies. one operating in
Mexico and anxious to supply the American consumer with salt,
the other operating in southern Calitornia. The Mexican com-
pany seems to be anxious that there shall be no law under which
saltlands can be acquired in the United States. in order that they
can continue to have a monopoly of the American market. The
act was not drawn, as I understand it, with this particular salt
region in view, and I doubt whether the controversy which has
been referred to had ever been heard of by the gentleman who
introduced the bill at the time he introduced it.

Those of us wholive in the public-land States have long felt the
need of some law for the di tion of public lands containing
salts of various kinds, and the Public Lands Committee, after
careful consideration of the subject, have concluded that an ex-
tension of the placer mining laws of the United States, in a modi-
fied form, to lands containing salts would be the best legislation
for their disposition. There is, in my opinion, but one objection
to the bill, and it is a very serious objection, but not an objection
which will cause any member of the House to vote against it.

The bill,in my opinion, is too conservatively drawn. The Com-
mittee on Public Lands, in its excess of caution in extending the
placer act to thisclass of lands—laws which have been extended in
the past to various classes not included in these laws when they
were originally —in the excess of caution the committee has
provided that persons taking advantage of the placer act in locat-
ing and entering saline lands shall be confined to one claim:
whereas in entering under the placer act any other sort of land of
the United States subject to enfry under those acts there is no
limit to the number of claims which one party can locate or enter.
In my opinion it would have been better if the committee had ex-
tended tlé%i)laoer laws to this class of lands without any Jimitation.
But the bill as it is presented to the Honse extends the placer laws,
the workings of which are well understood by the Wpestem peo-
ple. in an exceedingly limited way to saline land, and with that
limit in the act it is far better calculated to prevent monopoly,
in my opinion, than is the bill presented by the gentleman from
Arkansas.

Mr. GAINES. Is there any provision in this bill to prevent this
property from falling into the hands of a salt trust?

Mr. MONDELL. There can be no provision in any act which
provides for the disposition of public lands which will prevent the
party receiving the Government patent from deeding it to who-
ever he pleases after he receives his patent. :
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Mr, GAINES., What is the difference between preventing that
and preventing or regulating trusts?

Mr. MONDELL. I will say that in my opinion the bill before
the Honse will do more toward preventing the establishment of a
galt trust or breaking up a salt trust, if there be such a thing, than
any other legislation I can conceive of,

Mr, GAINES. Will the gentleman read that part of the bill
which he thinks will do it?

Mr. MONDELL. The bill simply provides that the placer laws
shall be extended tolands containing salt in any form. The placer
laws provide that a citizen of the United States may enter 20 acres
of land under these laws, and this bill confines the location or en-
try to one 20 acres of land. It provides that acitizen of the United
States can only at one time in his lifetime locate 20 acres of land
of this character.

Mr. GAINES. What is to prevent the salt trust going there
and making an entry and taking charge of the whole thing?

Mr. MONDELL. As one individual can only take one claim,
that is going as far toward preventing a consolidation of property
as we can well go.

Mr, GAINES. A salt trust would be one individual, would it

not?

Mr. MONDELL. I wonld say that if a salt trust can be estab-
lished on 20 acres of land, which is the amount an entryman is
allowed to take under this law, twice as much of a salt trust
could be established with 40 acres of land, which the gentleman
from Arkansas proposesto give each entryman.

Mr. GAINES. Iam not saying that I am in favor of that bill.

I am trying to prevent thissort of property falling into the hands

of any trust,

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The time of the gentleman from
‘Wyoming has expired.

. MCRAE. Mr, Speaker, I am somewhat amused at the
members of the Public Land Committee who have been discussing
this bill. Each of them in furn has disclaimed any intention to
help either salt company. One of the gentlemen saw fit to sug-
gest that when I appeared before the committee, or at least on the
same day, the attorney of one of these salt companies also ap-

ared.
peI thought I was not out of place in asking to be heard on a mat-
ter of such importance as this before that committee. I did not
appear before that committee representing anybody except my-
se%f. But inasmuch as the gentleman has referred to my appear-
ance before that committee, I will state that I had not proceeded

- very far with what I had to say on that occasion until an officer
of the New Live:gool Salt Company interrupted me with ques-
tions. When I asked him who he was, he informed me that he
was the treasurer of the New Liverpool Salt Company. And
while these gentlemen of the committee disclaimed any purpose
to serve either of those companies, and I acquit them of such pur-
pose, yet they did report the very bill that gentleman asked them
to report, an th%? say that it is right because unanimous.

Mr. SHAFROTH. Had we nof reported the bill before that

ntleman ever came before us, or before we ever heard him?
gild we not reported the identical bill?

Mr. McRAE. 1 do not know whether you had or not. But
this bill'was on the Speaker’s table; and I'was led to believe when
I appeared before the committee that the bill was under consid-
eration. At any rate, if they had told me the matter had passed
beyond their control or had been reported, I should not have
wasted any time in addressing the committee. So much for my
appearance before the committee.

ﬁ% LACEY. Will the gentleman yield for a question?

Mr. MCRAE. Yes, sir.

Mr, LACEY. Does not the gentleman recall the fact that the
committee E)thoned the further consideration of this matter for a
full week, in order to give full opportunity to the gentleman from
Arkansas and Mr, Brookshire, of Indiana, to present objections.

Mr. McRAE. I had not made any application for any such a
hearing; but if he did, I thank him for it.

Mr. LACEY. A motion toreconsider the matter was made and
carried; the matter was reopened and continued for a week, to
give full opportunity for whatever might be said in opposition.

Mr. Mcm. I say that when I appeared before the committee
I thought I had the right to be there, and I thought the committee
was willing to hear me. There was no objection at the fime, and
I left feeling that I had mot violated any propriety. The state-
ment I made was only in reply to the suggestion of the gentleman
from Colorado [Mr, SHAFROTH] that the committee had reported
the bill before I went before it.

Mr. SHAFROTH. I want to say that the bill introduced by
the gentleman from Nevada last season received our assent. We
investigated it at that time. We did not want to cut off the gen-
Eemanh' from Arkansas, Of course we were perfectly willing to

€ar nim,

Mr. McRAE. Ihave no interestin this matter except asa Rep-
resentative, and am trying to protect the Government, My action

before the committee and here is upon my own responsibility, I

shall do m&duty without the fear or favor of any gentleman.
Mr, GAINES. Who was that gentleman and what did he want
with that land?

Mr, McRAE. I do notknow his name; but he said he was the
treasurer of the New Liverpool Salt Company. The report of the
special agent of the Government to the Commissioner of the Gen-
eral Land Office says that that gentleman’s company is occupying
section 22 without right or anthority, and has worked it for years.
I have had read those letters, not letters written to me but letters
and affidavits submitted to the ial agent by men recently en-
gaged in the salt business in California, stating that they had
been driven out of the business by this concern. I submit those
letters and affidavits for what they are worth.

I believe this is a question which should receive careful consid-
eration. Iknow that gentlemen from the mining States, where
operations are carried on underthe placer-mining laws, think that
all mining operations ought to be carried on under that law, for
under it they may never pay anything for land. But,sir, there
are salt lands in Kansas and other public-land States where there
has not been organized any mining district, and where they wounld
belargely impracticable. Why should people there be compelled,
if they want to mine salf, to organize a mining district?

In my bill [ have sought to apply the main principles of the law
which authorizes the sale of timber and stone lands limited to not
more than 40 acres toeach person. I have thrown around the pro-
visions of this bill every safegnard Icould. Irequiretheapplicant
to make oath that he does not buy the land for specnlation or for
another person. And I make these claims contestable under the
contest law, so that if it be proved that a man has sworn falsely,
the person who attacks his title is allowed for thirty days the privi-
lege of taking the land which the other has thus wrongfully sought
to take. I give to every man, if he be a citizen of the United
States or has declared his intention to become such, the right to
initiate one of these small entries.

Now, let us seethe practical operation of such a law on this Sal-
ton Basin. All of those men whose affidavits have been produced
here can go to the land office of the district and make affidavit
that they each want 40 acres; each of them can pay 5 per acre,
and get the land, or, if the man be a poor man, he can pay $1 and
theremaining $4 can be paidin four annual installments. Thatis
the way this measure will operate. Every manwill havean equal
chance under the bill to acquire his 40 acres.

Now, how will the bill of the committee operate? This New
Liverpool Salt Compan% can take possession of 160 acres in sec-
tion 22 and, under this bill with the word ‘‘unoccupied” in it,
they can, I believe, keep everybody else off of so much as is occu~
pied. They need not do anything except call their laborers to-
gether and declare themselves a mining district, and then each
one of them can locate his 20 acres and the corporation its 160
acres. The company can, if it so desires, purchase the claims of
all the other locators. The United States has then nothing to do
with it and no officer of the Government can enter upon the lands
to challenge their right of ssion.

So, Mr. Speaker, they absolutely take control of this salt basin
and all of it that is desired may be sold to this New Liverpool
Salt Company. The only prohibition in this bill is that one man
can locate only one claim of 20 acres; there is none against sell-
ing. I want to call attention to the letter of Mr, M, Lewis:

Los ANGELES, CAL., November 24, 1900,

B1r: Mr. E. M. Durant, secretary of the Standard Salt Company, has shown
to me your report for the fiscal year ending June 50, 1900; also copy of his let-
ter mbg rout?dbsd_ October 18, together with your answer of October 30. I
W3y salt business ruined, being unable to_compete with New Liverpool
g:‘lat.lsfglpﬁny using Government salt. Have lost over $80,000in the E-R

I salt 11 t high pri I built and i the Crystal
Roc:ilgi”gnt ha‘:“;an.a ?;:stﬁaggaovalg mRailroaﬁageogﬂau &ﬁely.e the late
A. N. Towne, general managerof the Southern Pacific Compai%y, and his sec-
retary), not satisfled with profits from the Southern Pacific Company,
branched out in the salt business, using salt from the deposits on Government
land contrary to law, and making themselves rich; that was ruinous to hon-
est manufacturers. !&ly business was ruined, and a l_a.rzte ;Jlant shut down.
Later, prices having been restored, I fignred the public freight rates and the
cost of manufacturing salt where the materials conld Ié:fo tenat much less
cost, and built and equipped alarge plant at Redondo, , ata cost of about
§18,000. After a hard struggle there in comgdtition with prices made, which
must have been based npon getting rates no exaeedin&rm per cent of r
rail rates, I gave up the struggle, and took what I could for my interests at
Redondo, the machinery that conld be used for other purposes being sold.

I know that such a recommendation to Congress as gou made conld onl
be made by you at a time when yon did not understand the conditions an
did not rﬁaflza that such action would ruin the salt industry of California and
Arizona, u.ntc,iso rih?;: such anl act as recommended would give these railroad
pegptll:?: :wallgwafin (;llllgsptl};l{-ter medicine administered to me by this New
Liverpool Salt compangétmuevin that, with C. P. Huntington’s uence at

ngton, it would im le to obtain any relief or stop the tres-
passers from ille n:; g Government salt without and
years of wa.iti:ig. with matters probably hung up in the Supreme Court.

If you will give this matter your personal attention, I am convinced youn
will see that it is r.{m“ duty to su{g‘thm people from t Government
m&tghmtggé i t;ame ruining salt industry, which has invested in it

ax
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There is no need of ﬁndin]grreljef for these soulless monopolists, who have
grown fat at our nse. lf they had planted the same machinery for the
purpose of mtﬂn;?gvemmant timber, they would not be entitled to relief,
and they are no more 50 NOW.

It has been the policy of the United States to retain these valuable salt
deposits; and I beg of you that you will withdraw your recommendation to
Congress for the relief above referred to.

If you have the good of the entire populace in view, there is only one
course left open, it seems to me. I have recently taken hold of oil develop-
ment, and do not urge this action for myself, but I know the people with
their all invested in salt plants, and their struggles against these robbers,
and I wish I could help them. Ido not think you will et prompt action
in the matter, for the whole jobbing trade would rise and call you blessed if
you wounld put a stop to this illegal taking of Government salt, which de-
moralizes prices, causing losses and subjecting business men to the tirades
of the manager of the New Liverpool t Company, who has made himself
heartily despised by the merchants of this entire section. If there isany-
thing in the way of proof that I could furnish you, kindly command me.

Yours, truly,
M. LEWIS.

Hon. BiIngGER HERMANN,

Commissioner of the General Land Office, Washington, D, C.

Mr, GAINES, Let me interrupt the gentleman to ask if there
is anything in either bill to avoid transferring this property to
such trusts? For instance, you locate a claim for the pur of
speculating; then undertake to make a transfer of that claim to
somebody else. How can you avoid it?

Mr, McRAE. The provision which I have recommended re-
guires a man swear that he makes this entry for hisown use only,
and not for speculation. It makes it absolutely impossible for
him to enter into such a combination as he may enter into under
the existing law, if the committee bill be pa , unless he swears
falsely. There is no certainty under the bill proposed by the com-
mittee that the Government will get anything out of salt lands at
all. Itsimplyopens the door to the free use of suchlands to those
who may get possession of all of these lands under the operation
of the placer law.

Mr. SHAFROTH. Does notf the gentleman recognize the fact
that the placer-mining laws of the United States have been en-
forced for years and years past,and has the gentleman ever heard
of a monopoly under the operation of the same?

Mr. McﬁAE. I will state to the gentleman that I do not live
anywhere in a region of countrﬁ where such laws are n any
considerable extent and do not know. '

Mr, SHAFROTH. The gentlemanknows, of course, that the lo-
cators are required to dowork to the extent of $§100 on each 20-acre
tract—

Mr, McRAE, Oh, yes.

Mr. SHAFROTH (continuing). And this preventsa monopoly
because it makes it rather an expensive affair.

Mr. McRAE. Of course; but, as for preventing a monopoly, I
can not understand how work to that extent would prevent it. -

Mr. SHAFROTH. Ithas prevented itin the past.

Mr. McRAE. A man can buy claims as often as he is able to
pay for them.

Mr.SHAFROTH. Butyounwill admit, of course, that the right
to make these transfers exists under the placer-mining laws?

Mr. McRAE. Of course.

Mr. SHAFROTH. And my question was, Has the gentleman
heard of any monopoly under the existing law?

Mr. McRAE. The gentleman from Colorado forgets that law
wasintended for a different purpose. The placer-mining law orig-
inally had reference exclusively to more precious metals than salf.
Of course the more precious metals are turned out the better it is,
I think, for the people of the country. But this bill does not re-
late to the precious metals. Thesesaltdeposits have not been dis-
covered by prospectors who have located claims upon them, They
are known; they are upon the surface, Now, there is no reason
why under our laws we should make it possible for any company
or any combination of men or any concern to obtain control of
our salt lands.

But, Mr. Speaker, I have taken very much more time than I
had intended in the presentation of this question. I have doneso
because I think this is bad legislation. I know, as the gentleman
from Utah [Mr. King] said, that frauds are committed in the
name and under the land laws of the United States. They can
not all be exposed, but we can prohibit them and make it possi-
ble to punish them whenever an exposure is e.

So I hope the House will adopt this amendment, which makes it
possibie for all of these lands to be entered in the least legal sub-
division known to the United States laws; and when this law
goes into effect, if you adopt the substitute, it will be but a short
time after its promulgation until all the salt lands that are valu-
able will have been taken up by the different salt concerns in that
locality and in others where they desire tomineit. Butif you pass
this bill as recommended by the committee you will find, in my
opinion, this New Liverpool salt concern and its employees will

et control of all the lands that are of value, and they will have
it without the paymnent of a dollar if they wish,

Now, Mr. Speaker, I move the adoption of theamendment which
I have pro , and which has been read.

The SP iR pro tempore (Mr. Moopy of Massachusetts).

The question is upon agreeing to the amendment of the gentle-
man from Arkansas.

Mr. NEWLANDS, I yield twominutes to the gentleman from
Iowa [Mr. LACEY].

Mr. LACEY. How much time is remaining?

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Fourieen minutes, controlled
by the gentleman from Nevada.

Mr. LACEY. I will consume but two minutes. Iwant to call
the attention of the House to the fact that under the placer-min-
ing laws $100 worth of work must be done on every 20 acres every
year in order to hold it, or after $500 worth of work has been done
on 20 acres then a patent can be taken out by paying $5 an acre
for the land. So that on this particular tract of land, about which
complaint is made, in order to monopolize 75 square miles of that
land there would have to be a hundred dollars worth of work
done on every 20 acres every year for five years before a patent
i);m[l!d be taken, and then $5 an acre wonld have to be paid for the

nd.
bel% SHAFROTH. Not only that, but the cost of the surveys

8ldes.

Mr. LACEY. And the cost of the surveys besides. Not only
that, but under the proposition of the amendment of the gentle-
man from Arkansas they counld take 40 acres at a time, by paying
$5, at once without doing any work. So that the Senate bill is a
much better bill to prevent monopoly than the proposition of the
gentleman from Arkansas.

And again, we extended the placer-mining law to petrolenm.,
The result has been that in southern California land that lay idle
and barren has been developed for coal oil, and a new industry
has been built up there, producing millions of dollars each year,
The placer law has not been an engine of monopoly, but has been
the contrary from the timeit was first enacted, more than a gen-
eration ago, down to the present time.

Mr. NEWLANDS. Mr.Speaker,Iwish tosay a very few words
in closing this debate. The gentleman from Arkansas has sarcas-
tically alluded to this bill as an innocent measure, and has fre-
quently referred fo it asa measure thatisintended to conceal some
wrong purpose. Now, I wish to say——

Mr. McRAE. I did not say anything about concealing any-
thigg. but I said it did not disclose on its face what could be done
under it.

Mr. NEWLANDS. I wish to say with reference to this bill
that I introduced it one year ago, in the last session, at the request
of the surveyor-general of the State of Nevada, who stated that
there were demands for salt in that State, for mining, and that it
was impossible under existing law to locate salt lands for that

purpose.

Irl[:)ad never heard of the existence of the New Liverpool Salt Com-
pany at that time, nor did I know anything about the existence of
this Dead Sea of salt in California. That bill was favorably re-
ported by the Committee on the Public Lands. Itsimply extended
the law relating to the entry of placer lands to another mineral,
salt, having already since its passage been extended to coal oil
and to stone,

Now, a bill similar in character—in fact, identical in words—
was introduced in the Senate by the Senator from Nevada, and that
bill the Senate first and came to this House, and the Com-
mittee on the Public Lands of the House substituted the Senate
bill for the one which it had recommended.
d_go:& it is true ctlhat ’c]:nenf Sensie bill, as it came to ttg:l Hbouse,

iffered in some degree from fhe one originally repor y the
Committee on the Public Lands of the House, ]}t s%ck out one
thing that had been inserted by the Committee on the Public
Lands, and that was the giving of a preferential right to those al-
ready in occupation of the salt lands. That was stricken out,
and 1f the House confirms the action of the committee it will re-
main stricken out. There was another change. The Senate in-
serted the word “unoccu?i ” The bill read: **All public lands
shall be subject to entry.” The Senate put in the word “unoccu-
pied,” making it read: ‘All unoccupied public lands shall be
subject to entry.” The gentleman from Arkansas [Mr, McRAE]
assumes that that was done with some covert gurpoae of protect-
ing this New Liverpool Salt Company and enabling it wrongfully
to obtain a monopoly of the dead sea in southern California.

Well, now, I refer to the debates in the Senate upon that ques-
tion, and we will find that the Senator from Alabama [Mr. PET-
TUs] made objection to the bill introduced in the Senate; and what
was the cause of his objection? He said:

I do not think any preference ought to be given at all, for the reason that
if a man is on that land, using it, oceupying it, and cultivating it as a salt

mine, he is violating the laws of the United States, and he ought not to have
a preference given to him by reason of his violation of the law.

So that the amendment of the Senator from Alabama washostile
to this New Liverpool Salt Company. His purpose was toprevent
anybody in the occupation of public lands from having a prefer-
ential right or from having any right, and so, in order to meet
the Senator’s objection, the word *‘ unoccupied ” was inserted.
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Now, inasmuch as this debate has drifted largely into a con-
troversy regarding these salt deposits in sonthern California, I
wish to say that I have recently familiarized myself with that
subject. When the Senate bill came before the House Committee
on Public Lands, I was there to urge its substitution, and then
the attorney of the Mexican company, which is the rival of the
New Liverpool Salt Company, appeared there and made objec-
tions, many of which have been made upon this floor.

The committee, instead of acting immediately upon the matter,
granted the request for a postponement of one week, and at the
adjourned meeting full hearing was given to the attorney of the
rival salt company, as well as the gentleman from Arkansas [Mr,
McRAE), whoappeared of his own motion, and to whom, as the for-
mer chairman of the Committee on Public Lands, that committee
is always disposed to listen with confidence and respect. And
then the matter was fully developed, and the Committee on Pub-
lic Lands unanimously reported the Senate bill.

Now, why do they present it in this form? Simply because they
wished to have a general system of laws regarding mineral loca-
tions. We have two forms of entry—one form for the entry of a
vein or lode in place, another for the placer, intended to cover the
surface of the land; and the Government wisely restricted the lo-
cation of the placer to 20 acree, and wisely permitted an associa-
tion of 8 miners taking up 20 acres each, thus working 160 acres
in harmony,

Now, as to the question of monopoly which could be secured
under this act in the location of 100,000 acres of salt lands in
southern California—this bottom of a great sea which has evapo-
rated. The rains falling upon those mountains in the winter
months flow down into the valley, filling up this level to a depth
of from 1 to 20 inches, loosing the salt that has been deposited in
the soil. Under the intense heat of the sun the water evaporates
and the salt remains there exposed, subject to be plowed and
taken away for nse. A hundred thousand acres of land similar
in character and quality are subject to location, and only 20 acres
can be entered by any one man, and only 160 acres can be worked

in coo tion.
I a.sg you what dan%?r there is of a monopoly there? I should
think that the New Liverpool Salt Works, owning, as it does,
three railroad sections there and operating them, wounld be inter-
ested in preventing any entry whatever on this land; for I have
no doubt it will lead to the introduction of rival salt companies,
and the competition will result in lowering the price of salt.
Now, when the matter was before the committee inquiry was
made as to the operations of this New Liverpool Salt Company.
Itis rted here as embracing the entire world in its operations.
It was developed that its market was LosAnEgeles alone, where
salt sold at $5 a ton. The freight rate to San Francisco was & a
ton, and salt sold there at from four and a half to five dollars
a ton. I ask you, considering the transportation rates prevailing
in the West, zow could a monopoly be raised to monopolize the
salt of this country?

Mr. GAINES. Mr. Speaker, I desire to ask the gentleman a

uestion.
: The SPEAKER. Does the gentleman yield to the gentleman
from Tennessee?

Mr. NEWLANDS. Ido. ]

Mr. GAINES. Is there anything in the measure you advocate,
or which the gentleman from Arkansas [Mr. McRAE] advocates,
to prevent a monopely from getting a certain amount of these
salt lands?

Mr. NEWLANDS. There is nothing to prevent a man who has
entered 20 acres of this land from afterwards selling it, but in-
asmuch as he has to expend as much as §500 worth in every 20
acres, if the gentleman will figure it up he will find that it will
require millions of dollars’ expenditure in order that any monop-
oly should control these lands.

r. GAINES. A salt monopoly could go and get so much of
the land and hold it, and acquire title thereto, could it not?

Mr. NEWLANDS. I do not understand that a salt monopoly
could do it. Individuals could do it and transfer fo the salt
monopoly. )

. Mr, GAINES. Then one trust, composed of many corporations,
can go and take charge of a certain amount of this propert{?

Mr. NEWLANDS. I donot know of anything in the law to

vent any monopoly from purchasing this property after it has
gzogn taken up by locators in 20-acre lots, but it is impracticable.

Mr. NEWLANDS. Only 20 acres,

Mr. GAINES. He can enter for that much whether it is a
monopoly or not? b

Mr, NEWLANDS. Yes. Now, I say it is impossible for any-
body to engage in business there to have a monopoly of the salt
business, E?l'he gentleman from Michigan need have no fear re-

ing to the salt mines of that State, for the transportation rates
would absolutely prevent this salt from being carried so far and
sold at any profit. All I insist upon is that this bill was intro-

duced in good faith and in the general interest of the mining

regions, and was intended to wisely supplement the mining laws.
It is demanded by the entire mining region, and the placer-minin
laws have been so shaped as to absolutely prevent monopoly.
ask now, Mr, Speaker, for the previous question.

The previous question was ordered.

The SPEA . The question is on agreeing to the amend-
ment offered by the gentleman from Arkansas.

The question was taken; and on a division (demanded by Mr,
McRaE) there were 39 ayes and 86 noes.

Mr. McRAE. I ask for the yeas and nays, Mr, Speaker.

_The SPEAKER (after counting). Twenty-three gentlemen

rising; not a sufficient number, and the yeas and nays are denied.

So the amendment was rejected.

The bill was ordered to be read the third time; and it was read
the third time, and passed.

On motion of Mr, NEWLANDS, a motion to reconsider the last
vote was laid on the table.

WILLIAM CRAMP & SONS,

Mr. GROSVENOR. Mr. Speaker, I now call up the bill (H. R.
1605) for the relief of the William Cramp & Sons Ship and Engine
Building Company, of Philadelphia, Pa.

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Ohio calls up House bill
No. 1603, upon which the previous question has been ordered, and
the Clerk will report the bill by its title.

The Clerk read as follows:

A bill for the relief of the William Cramp & Sons Ship and Engine Build-
ing Company, of Philadelphia, Pa.

The SPEAKER. The question is on the amendments.

Mr. ROBB. Mr, Speaker——

The SPEAKER. For what purpose does the gentleman rise?

Mr, ROBB. To move for the recommitment of the bill.

The SPEAKER. We have not reached that point yet.

The amendments were a to.

The bill was ordered to be engrossed and read a third time,

Mr. ROBB. Mr, Speaker, I move to recommit the bill to the
Committee on Claims.

The SPEAKER. The Clerk will report the motion to the House,

TheyClerk read as follows:

I move to recommit, with instructions to report bill with the followin
amendment: ** Provided, That the investigation of the Court of Claims nhaﬁ
bct;hc:?“nbizﬂed to the alleged delays in the construction of the New York and

** Provided further, That no interest shall beallowed by the Court of Claims
on deferred payments.”

The SPEAKER. The question is on agreeing to the motion of
the gentleman from Missouri.

The question was taken; and the Chair being in doubt, the House
divided, and there were—54 ayes and 70 noes.

Mr, ROBB. I call for the yeas and nays, Mr. Speaker.

The yeas and nays were ordered.

The question was taken; and there were—yeas 93, nays 111, an-
swering * present™ 14, not voting 188; as follows:

YEAS—93.

Adamson, Cushman, Latimer, Bcudder,
Atwater, Davey, Lester, shackleford,
Bartlett, Davis, Lewis, Shafroth,
Bell, De Armond, Little, Sheppard,
Benton, De Graffenreid, Livingston, Sims,
Bisho Denng. Lloyd, Slayden
Brantley, Dougherty, McClellan, Smith, Ky.
Bre e, Elliott, MecLain, Smith, H. C.
Brenner, Finley. Miers, Iud. Snodgrass,
Burke, Tex. Fitzgerald, N. Y. Moon, Btark,
Burleson, Fleming, Muller, Stephens, Tex
Caldwell, Newlands, Rutflerland,
Carmack, Gaston, Norton, Ohio Terry,
Catchings, Gordon, uarles, Turner,
Chanler, Griffith, hea, Ky. Underwood,
Clark, Henry, Miss, Richardson, Ala. Williams, J. R.
Clayton, Ala. Howard, Richardson, Tenn. Williams, W. E.
Cla MY Jett, E.:dgg:]y, Williams, Miss,
Cochran, Mo. Johnston, Robb, Wilson, N. Y.
Cooney, Ki‘aﬁ; Robinson, Ind. Zomor.

T, Tex. Kitchin, Robinson, Nebr. Ziegler.
Cowherd, Kleberg, Rucker,
Crowley, Kluttz, Ryan, N. Y.

k, ; ‘Balmon,

NAYS-IIL

Adams, Cochrane, N. ¥. Gillet, N. Y. Howell,
Aldrich Cooper, Wis. Graff, Hull,
Allen, e, Cor G i Jack,
Baker, Cromer, Green, Pa. Jones, Wash.
Bankhead, Crumpacker, Greene, Mass, oy,
Barham, Dabhle, Grosvenor, Kerr, Md
Barney, Dalzell, Grout, Ketcham,
Berry. Davenport, 8. A. Grow, [..amd{,
Boutell, 111, Eddy, 1 Landis,
Bowersock, Esch, Ha N Littlefield,
Brick, Fi rald, Mass. Hawley, Lybrand,
Brown, Fordney, Hedge, McAleer,
Ball, 083, Hemenway, MeCleary,
Burke, 8. Dak. Fowler, jburn, Mahon,
Burkett, ardner, Mich. L Minor,
Bautler, Gardner, N. J. Hitt, Mon
Calderhead, Gibson, Hoffecker, Moody, Mass.
Capron, 411, Hopkins, Moody, Oreg.
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Morrell, Prince, Bmith, Wm. Alden Vreeland,
Morris, Reeves, Southard, Wadsworth,
Needham, Roberts, Spalding, Wanger,
Olmsted, Russell, Sperry, Warner,
Otey, Shattuc, Steele, Weaver,
Otjen, W, Stevens, Minn. Weymouth,
Overstreet, Shelden, Stewart, N. Y. ‘White,
cker, Sfbleg. Thomas, N. C. Wilson, Idaho
Pearson, Smith, Towa, Thropp, Young.
Pearre, Smith, Bamuoel W. Van Voorhis,
ANSWERED “PRESENT"—14
Allen, Ky. Henry, Conn. Mann, Stewart, N. J.
Ball, enkins, Metealf, Tate.
Boreing, Lawrence, Norton, 8. C.
Dayton, McRae, Phillips,
NOT VOTING—136.

Acheson, Dovener, Loudenslager, Rodenberg,
Alexander, Driggs, Lovering, Ruppert,
Allen, Miss. Drisecoll, McCall, Ryan, Pa.
Babeock, Emerson, MeCulloch, Sherman
Bailey, Kans. aris, McDermott, Bhowalter,
Bailey, Tex. Fitzpatrick, McDowell, Small,
Barber, Fletcher, Maddox, Smith, IIL
Bartholdt, Foster, Marsh, Bparkman,
%pl]amy, gox. ]hifl[“fdsan, gpight‘

ing reer, e prague,
Boutelle, Me. Gamble, Mercer, Stallings,
Bradley, Gayle, Mesick, Btewart, Wis.
Brewer, Gilbert, Mevyer, La. kes,
Bromwell, Gillett, Mass. Miller, Sulloway,
Brosius, Glynn, Mm"iga.n. Bulzer,
Broussard, Griggs, Mudd, Swanson,
Brownlow, Hall, Naphen, Talbert,
Brundidge, Hay, Neville, Tawney,
Burleigh, Heatwole, Noonan, Tayler, Ohio
Burnett, Henry, Tex. 0'Grady, Taylor, Ala.
Burton, Jones, Va. Parker, N. J. Thayer,
Camphbell, 1, Payne, Thomas, Iowa
Cannon, EKerr, Ohio Pearce, Mo. Tompkins,
Conneil, 00X, erce, o,
Conner, Lamb, Polk, Underhill,
Cousins, e, Powers, Vandiver,
Cox, Lassiter, Pug Wachter,
Crump, Lentaz, Rans eﬂk Waters,
Cum: VY, Ray, N. Watson,
Curtis, Liliney, er, eeks,
Davenport, 8. W. Littauer, Rhea, Va. Wheeler,
Davidson, Long, Riordan, Wilson, 8. Q.
Die’ Lorimer, Rixey, Woods,
Dinsmora, Loud, Robertson, La. Wright.

So the motion to recommit was rejected.

The following pairs were announced:

Until further notice:

Mr. LoUupENSLAGER with Mr. STALLINGS.

Mr. WRIGHT with Mr. HAatL.

Mr. LAxE with Mr, GRIGGS.

Mr. FrREER with Mr. PIERCE of Tennessee.

Mr. RaY of New York with Mr. TERRY.

Mr. WaTsoN with Mr. NooNAN.

Mr. GAMBLE with Mr. CAMPBELL,

Mr. Mercer with Mr. RHEA of Virginia.

Mr. ToMmpKINS with Mr. DINSMORE.

Mr. LixxEY with Mr. BELLAMY.

Mr. DovENER with Mr. N APHEN.,

Mr. MarsH with Mr. NEVILLE,

Mr. PHILLIPS with Mr, McDOWELL,

Mr. PugH with Mr. ALLEN of Kentucky.

Mr. STEWART of Wisconsin with Mr. NorTox of South Carolina.
Mr. TAwWNEY with Mr. BAILEY of Texas.

Mr. BurrLEIGH with Mr, LASSITER,

Mr, DavipsoN with Mr. Cox,

Mr. EMERSON with Mr, May,

Mr. RopEXBERG with Mr. RIORDAN,

Mr. BoreING with Mr. (GILBERT.

Mr. Dayrox with Mr. MEYER of Louisiana.

Mr. REEDER with Mr, STANLEY W. DAVENPORT,
For this day:

Mr, PAYNE with Mr. MADDOX,

Mr. BARTHOLDT with Mr. BROUSSARD.

Mr. Dicx with Mr. SPIGHT.

Mr. PARKER of New Jersey with Mr. BURNETT.
Mr. KERR of Ohio with Mr. ALLEN of Mississippi.
Mr, BaBcoCcK with Mr. HExrY of Texas,

Mr. HEATWOLE with Mr. TATE.

Mr. BrowxsLow with Mr, McCuLLOCH,

On this vote:

Mr. MiLLER with Mr. WiLsox of South Carolina.
Mr. Syt of Illinois with Mr. ROBERTSON of Louisiana,
Mr. LITTAUER with Mr, FOSTER.

Mr. Loxdg with Mr. Fox.

Mr, LormMER with Mr, LAuMB,

Mr. Lovp with Mr. McDErMOTT,

Mr, WacHTER with Mr. RIXEY,

Mr. CoNNER with Mr. Ryan of Pennsylvania.
Mr. Cousiys with Mr. SPARKMAN,

Mr. Crunp with Mr, SMALL,

Mr, SHOWALTER with Mr, BARBER.
Mr, KaHN with Mr. BRADLEY,
For this vote:
Mr. MEesick with Mr. SULZER.
Mr. SHERMAN with Mr, DRIGGS,
Mr. LAWRENCE with Mr, LENTZ.
Mr. WEEKS with Mr. JoNES of Virginia,
Mr, BAatLEY of Kansas with Mr, PoLEK.
Mr. Mupp with Mr, RUPPERT.
Mr. JEXKINS with Mr. Hay,
Mr. BurgEeTT with Mr, BRUNDIDGE.
Mr. Caxxox with Mr. McRAE.
Mr. Conmings with Mr, GAYLE.
Mr. BurToN with Mr. BALL.
The result of the vote was announced as above stated.
b‘Ehe SPEAKER. The question is now on the passage of the
111,
The question having been put,
The SPEAKER. The ayes appear to have it,
Mr. RICHARDSON of Tennessee. I call for the yeas and nays.
The yeas and nays were ordered.
The question was taken; and there were—yeas 118, nays 82,
answered ‘* present” 10, not voting 149; as follows:

YEAS-113,
Adaius, F Ketcham, Shelde
Aldrich, Gardner, Mich.  Knox, Siblay, "
Allen, Me. Gardner, N. J. Lacey, Smith, ML
Babeock, Gaston, Landis, Smith, Iowa
er, Gibson, Littlefield, Sou
Bankhead, Gill, i.lyhmnd. Spalding,

Sigrrtgh‘ o g}illat. N.Y. Mc.ileer. gmrry,

Bou yun, cCleary, prague,
Bowersock, Graff, Mahon, Steele,

Brick, Graham, Miller, Stevens, Minn.

Brown, Green, Pa. Minor, Stewart, N. J.

Bull, Greene, Mass, Mondell, Tayler, Ohio

Burke, 8. Dak. Grosvenor, Moody, Thomas, Iowa
Barkett, Grout, Moody, Oreg. Throp
Butler, Arow, Morrell, Underhill,
Calderhead, Hamilton, Morris, Van Voorhia,
Capron, Hawley, Mudd, Vreeland,
Cochrane, N. Y. edge, () Wachter,
Corliss, Hemenway, Otey, Wadsworth,
grrgmer. Hepburn, 8tjan, Warner.

m T, ill, verstreet, aters,
g:siae s, = t&.mk Packer, Pa. 'gaam. th,

o er, Pearre, @
Davenport, 8. A. Hopkins, Prince, thig:on
Denny, owell, Reeves, Woods,
Esch, k, Roberts, Young.
Fitzgerald, Mass Jones, Wash. Robertson, La
Fletcher, oY, Shattue,
Forduey, Kerr, Md. Shaw,
NAYS—82

Adamson, Dy Lewis, Bheppard,
Atwater, De Armond Little, Bims,
Bartlett, De Graffenreid, Lloyd, Sﬁdan.

11, Dougherty, Miers, Ind. th, Ky.
Benton, Elliott, oon, Smith, H. C.
Blshn?. Finley, Muller, Snodgrass,
Brantley, Fl - Newlands, Stark,
Breazeale, Gaines, Norton, Ohio Steﬂhens. Tex,
Brenner. Gordon, %mrles. Sutherland,
Burke, Tex. Griffith, hea, Ky. Talbert,
Burleson, Henry, Richardson, Ala. Thayer,
Caldwell, oward, Richardson, Tenn. Turner,
Carmack, Johnston, Robb, Tnderwood,

X Joues, Va. Robinson, Ind. Williams, J. R.
Chanler, K{ngﬁ; Robinson, Nebr. Williams, W. E.
Clark, Kitchin, Rucker, Williams, Miss.
Clayton, Ala. Kleberg, Ruppert, ‘Wilson, N. Y.
Ulaitcm, N: Y. Kliunttz, Ryan, N. Y. Zemor,
Cochran, Mo, Lanham, Salmon, 3
Cowherd, Latimer, Shackleford,

Lrowley, er, Shafroth,
ANSWERED “PRESENT "—10.

Allen, Ky. Jenkins, Metealf, Tate,
Ba Lawrence, Phillipa,
Fitzgerald, N. Y. McRae, Stallings,

NOT VOTING—149.
Acheson, Campbell, Eddy, Lamb,
Alexander, Cannon, Emerson, Lane,
Allen, Miss. Connell, Faris, ;
Bailey, Conner, Fitzpatrick, Lentz,
Bailey, Tex. Cooney, Fostar, Levy,

rber, Cooper, Tex. Fowler, Linney,
Barham, goopgr, Wis. g:x. {.:jtt‘aner,
Barney, ousins, eer, ivingston,
Bartholdt, Cox, Gamble, Long,
Bellamy, Crump, Gayle, Lorimer,
Bingham, Cum Gilbert, Loud,
Boreing, Curtis, Gillett, Mass. Loudenslager,
Boutelle, Me. Cusack, Gri,%gs. Lovering,
Bradley, Dalle, Hall, McCall,
Brewer, Davenport, 8. W. Haugen, MeClellan,
Bromwell, Davey, Hay, MeCulloch,
Brosius, Davidson, Heatwole, MeDermott,
Broussard, Dayton, Henry, Conn. MeDo
Brownlow, Diek, Henry, Tex. M
Brundidge, Dinsmore, Hull, Maddox,
Burleigh, Dovener, Jett, Mann,
Burnett, Driggs, Kahn, Marsh,
Burton, Driscoll, Kerr, Ohio May,
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Meekison, Pierce, Tenn. Sherman, Terry,
Mercer, Polk, Showalter, Thomas, N. C.
e e
eyer, mith, u 2
%{OS’ n, :Rag 1&3 gmitm Alden %mdj:ér.
aphen, o NG Spar) anger
Negdhm. 3 Reed;r. Sgght., Wﬂ.t.son.‘
Neville, Rhea, Va. Stewart, N. Y. Weeks,
Noonan, Ridgely, Stewart, Wis. ler,
Norton, 8. C. Riordan, Stokes, Wilson, Idaho
0'Grady, Rixey. Sulloway, Wilson,
Parker, N, Rodenberg, Sulzer, Wright.
Payne, AL %ussal‘lls %\;mnson,
Pearce, Mo. ran, Pa. wney,
Pearson, Sguddar. Taylor, Ala
So the bill was passed.

The following additional pairs were announced:

Mr. Wu. ALDEN SumiTH with Mr, FITZPATRICE,

Mr. STEWART of New York with Mr. FirzcEraLD of New York.

Mr, RussELL with Mr. McCLELLAN.

Mr, Mupp with Mr. CooPER of Texas.

The result of the vote was then announced as above recorded.

On motion of Mr. GROSVENOR, a motion to reconsider the
last vote was laid upon the table.

5 LEAVE OF ABSENCE.

By unanimous consent, leave of absence was granted as follows:

To Mr. SrIGHT, indefinitely, on account of sickness.

To Mr. FREER, indefinitely, on account of sickness.

SALINE LANDS, UNITED STATES.

©  Mr. NEWLANDS. Mr. Speaker, I move that the bill (H. R.

9141) to authorize the entry and patenting of lands containing
galt, for which the Senate bill just p was a substitute, be
laid upon the table,

The SPEAKER. In the absence of objection, that order will
be made.

There was no objection, and it was so ordered.

REVENUE-CUTTER SERVICE.

Mr. DALZELL, Mr, Speaker, I desire to submit at this timea
rt from the Committee on Rules.
e SPEAKER. The report will be read.

The Clerk read as follows:

The Committee on Rules, to whom was referred House resolution No. 871,
have considered the same and herewith report the following substitute there-

for:

« Resolved, That immediately after the conclusion of the consideration of
the bill (H. R. 13423) to revise and codify the laws relating to the Post-Office
Department and postal service, and for other purposes, the motion to go into
Committee of the Whole Hounse on the state of the Union to consider the bill

H. R. 549) to promote the emciencz)of the Revenne-Cutter Bervice shall
{m a continuing order, not, however, to interfere with conference reports, ap-

iﬂ:ﬁatrion bills. or existing orders for Friday or business re for the
Br rict of Columbia.”

Mr. DALZELL. Mr. Speaker, I wish to say only a word in
connection with this motion.

Mr. RICHARDSON of Tennessee. I would ask the gentleman
simply to move the previous question, and then we can have the
few minutes allowed for debate afterwards.

Mr. DALZELL. I was not aware that any discussion was
desired. Ifthegentlemandesirestime, I will yield tohim,however.

Mr. RICHARDSON of Tennessee. Ionlywanta minuteortwo
myself; but the gentleman from Alabama [Mr. UNDERWOOD] de-
sires to be heard.

Mr. DALZELL. I will yield to the gentleman such time as he
desires,

Mr. RICHARDSON of Tennessee. The gentleman from Ala-
bama wants about ten minutes, and I want a few minutes myself,

Mr. DALZELL. I will yield to the gentleman from Alabama
ten minutes, if he desires it

Mr. RICHARDSON of Tennessee, Then I submit that the gen-
tleman might make an explanation first as to the purpose of the
rule, then yield time to the gentleman from Alabama, which will
be entirely satisfactory to this side. .

Mr. DALZELL. Very well; that will be satisfactory to me,

As the members present are aware, under an existing order the
bill relating to the postal code—the codification of the postal
laws—has the right of way in the House, subject to certain excep-
tions, such as conference reports, ap%opriation bills, and Friday
business. The purpose of the rule which I now submit is to give
the same privilege, immediately following the conclusion of the
consideration of that bill, to the bill entitled **A bill fo promote the
efficiency of the Reventie-Cutter Service.” If this rule be adopted,
as soon as we get through with the postal code bill, the revenue-
cutter bill will be the regular order, subject only to displacement
by conference reports, appropriation bills, Friday orders,and busi-
ness for the District of Columbia.

Now, Mr, Speaker, with this brief statement, which I think is
all that is necessary, I will yield ten minutes to the gentleman
from Alabama,

Mr. CLARE. Before the gentleman yields the floor, I would
like to ask a question,

Mr. DALZ%LL. Very well.

Mr. CLARK. Isthis practically the same or is it identically
the same revenue-cutter bill which was up for consideration in
the Fifty-third Congress?

Mr. DALZELL. That I could not say. I will ask the gentle-
man from Iowa g\lr. HEPBURN], who is familiar with that bill.

Mr. HEPBURN. I think not. Some of the general features
%l'-ﬁ similar, but others are essentially different. 1t isnot the same

111,

Mr. CLARK. What committee reports it?

Mr. DALZELL. This is reported from the Committee on In-
terstate and Foreign Commerce, and I will state to the gentleman
that/a similar bill has been passed by the Senate.

Imow yield ten minutes to the gentleman from Alabama [Mr.
UypERWOOD].

r. UNDERWOOD. Mr. Speaker, I do not propose to spend
ry much time in discussing this rule. The majority have seen
fit to bring in a rule by whivh this proposed legislation shall be
given priority over all other legislation before the House except
appropriation bills, forcing it to the front, thereby delaying other
im nt business that should be transacted before this House
adjourns on the 4th of March.
see no reason why a bill of this kind should be considered so
important as to occupy the time of the House as a continuing
order, such as is prescribed and enforced by this rule, I can see
no reason why the bill should pass at all.

There is no doubt that the men and officers engaged in that
Revenue-Catter Service are efficient men and good officers. They
have well-equipped vessels, and they perform their duty. There
is no doubt about that. But there is no reason why they shonld
be selected for this extraordinary promotion. I notice the report
of the committee says that they served in the Spanish war, and
that they have served in other wars, and for that reason they
ought to be given this extraordinary right of retirement at higher

ries. -

Why, Mr. Speaker, there are hundreds of volunteers in this
country who served in the Spanish war and in other wars whom
you do not propose to put on a permanent Hst to retire, They
say, as an argument in favor of this salary grab that is pro-
posed in this bill, by which it is intended to give these men a 10
per cent advance in salary for every five years they serve, that a
similar provision applies in the Army and Navy.

I know that is true in the Army and frue in the Navy, but we
never apply the rules of the Army and the Navy to civilian officers.
And these gentlemen are nothing more than civilian officers of
the Government. Of course in time of war they may be called
upon to serve in the field, as every volunteer may be called upon
to serve in the field, but in times of e their services are merely
to enforce the revenueregulations of the Government, to look after
light-houses, to catch smugglers, to enforce the navigation laws
of the country. You might just as well talk about applying the
rules that govern the United States Army to the marshals and
deputy marshals of the United States as to talk about applying
the rules that govern the Navy of the United States to the Revenue-
Cutter Service. And yet they propose to apply this progressive
rate of salary to these revenue officers, so that if a man has served
five years he shall get 10 per cent added to his salary, and at ten
ggars 20 p:r cent, at fifteen years 30 per cent, and at twenty years

T cent.

hey say in their report that necessarily an officer who has
served twenty years is more efficient than an officer of that rank
who has served but five years. Well, I do not doubt that propo-
gition. I have no doubt that the distinguished gentleman from
Pennsylvania [Mr. DALZELL] who reported this resolution is, by
reason of his long service in this House, of more value to his con-
stitnents and to the country than I am, who am but recently
come into the House. But do you propose to apply your rule to
members of Congress and increase their salaries so much for every
five years they serve? Do you propose to apply thisrule to United
States marshals? Have you ever applied it to the distinguished
judges who have ;l:resided over the courts of this country? Not
at all. After the long service of Chief Justice Marshall you paid
him no more as Chief Justice of the Snpreme Court of the United
States than you did the day he went on the bench.

There is no more reason why you should apgly aretirement law
to the Revenue-Cutter Service than that you should apply a retire-
ment law to the United States marshals. The United States mar-
shals enforce the civil laws upon the land and the Revenue-Cutter
Service enforce the same kind of laws at sea. There is no dis-
tinetion. This is merely one of those efforts th:li have been goin
on here year after year, into which we are gradually being puahe(f
to create a civil pension roll, a civil retirement list. We have a
law for retiring the officers of the Navy and Army. It was but
a few weeks ago that a bill was brought in here practically and
virtnally to retire a member of Congress. I am not criticising
that bill, for I have nothing unkind to say in reference to the dis-
tinguisl;{ed member to whom it applied, but it was a step which
you took.
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In the last session of Congress we had a bill before this House
to apply the retirement law to the Signal Service Corpsand to the
Weather Bureau Service, and now you are giving it to the Reve-
nue-Cutter Service, and the next step will be to retire the clerks
in the Treasury Department and the other departments of this
Government and fo create an officeholding class in this country.
‘Why, they receive better an than your average constituent, or
mine, who is rendering the same service and doing like work
in this country. Your constituent and my constituent, if they
are providing for the day of their old age and their retire-
ment from the active affairs of life, must save their money as
they go along. You and I may serve our country in the halls
of Congress for years to come,and yet, when by reason of age and
ill health we mustretire, there is noretirement salary, and shounld
be none, held out for us.

‘Why should these civil employees, who are merely employed ab
sea as civilian employees instead of being employed on land, be
given this right of retirement, and also have this large additional

ctically under this bill they will all have twenty years’ service

Y.
pal\lr. GRAHAM. Justa question,

Mr. UNDERWOOD. Very well, :

Mr. GRAHAM, I would ask the gentleman whether or not he
considers Captain Stoddard, the last survivor of the Monitor, a
civilian officer. Yet he is one of those officers who will come in
under this bill.

Mr. UNDERWOOD. The gentleman may make a ial selec-
tion from officers who have served as volunteers, and who have
ssince become civil officers and gone into the Revenue-Cutter

srvice.

Mr. GRAHAM. I could name a dozen. !

Mr. UNDERWOOD (continuing). Reward his service as a
volunteer and not as a civilian.

Mr. GRAHAM. All the officers of 20 ships were taken during
the war.

Mr. UNDERWOOD. It mattersnotwhat service they rendered
before entering the Revenue-Cutter Service. They may have been
even soldiers and sailors, but when they became members of the
revenue-cutter system they became civ employees.

I am asked how many persons will be benefited by the bill.

The number of officers that wonld be directly benefited by this
bill I can not state right now. The total amount of the raise of
salaries in this small service would amount to §138,000. The offi-
cers of this service to-day receive $403,000 in payment of their

salaries. Theincreaseof theamount by $138,000 runs the increase | cany

in their salaries alone to 25 per cent added by this bill.

The SPEAKER. The time of the gentleman has expired.

Mr. DALZELL., Mr. Speaker, I yield two minutes to my col-
league [Mr. MAHON].

Mr. ON. Mr. Speaker, this long-delayed justice to these
men it appears now is to%e;a given them. Twohundred and ninety-
two members of this House have petitioned the Committee on
Raules to give them a day to consider this bill. I am somewhat
surprised at the speech of the gentleman from Alabama. The
men in the Revenue-Cutter Service, as he knows, in time of war,
by act of Congress, become part of the Navy of the United States;
and during the late war there were more men killed and wounded
in these revenue-cutter boats than in the regular battle ships and
cruisers of the United States Navy, In time of peace these men
on these small boats are continnally on the water, away up in the
Arctics—up where we protect the sealsat Prince Georges Island—
and protecting our coasts from the running of goods in here with-
out paying duty. I say, there is no class of men in the service of
the United States that sails the sea that do the hard work that
these officers do.

Now, what is this bill? There are men in the service, as I have
understood, one captain nearly 90 years old, others in the eighties
and away up in the seventies, and these officers can not be retired
under existing law. The result is that the men who command
these ships have been prohibited the promotion they so richly de-
serve. Now, this bill proposes to put these old men on the retired
list. Why not? Why should you have a man in the service who
can not walk the decks of a ship, and have these younger officers
command? While they hold the same rank as second lientenant,
first lieutenant, and captain in this service and are commissioned
officers the same as in the Navy, with the same title as lieuten-
ants, captains, there is no existing law by which they can be re-
tired. Now, this measure has been in many Congresses, 1t was
only during the late war with Spain that the people of this coun-
try and this Congress realized the value and the importance of
this service and the service that they rendered to the Government,

The SPEAKER. The time of the gentleman has expired.

Mr. DALZELL. Mr. Speaker, I have no desire nor intention
to discuss the merits of this measure at this time. Omne thing is

certain. A majority of the members of this House are so desir-
ous of considering this measure that they have presented a peti-

tion to the Speaker signed by 298 members of this House; and this
rule is here to-day pursuant of what we believe to be the desire of
the majority of the members of the House. I ask for the previ-

ous question.

The question was taken, and the previous question was ordered.
The question was taken on agreeing to the resolution; and the

Speaker announced that the ‘“ayes” ap
Mr. UNDERWOOD. Division, Mr.

er.

ed to have it.

The House divided; and there were—ayes 70, noes 40.
Mr. UNDERWOOD. The yeas and nays, Mr. Speaker.
The yeas and nays were ordered.
The question was taken: and there were—yeas 123, nays 56, an-
swered “present” 18, not voting 162; as follows:

Adamson,
Aldrich,
Allen, Me.
Bankhead,
Bartlett,

which amounts to 40 per cent after twenty years' service? | Bell,

Bial n?
Boute f. nL.
Brantley,
Brenner,

Clayton, N. Y.
Cochrane, N. Y.
Corliss,
Crowley,

Crum; er,

Acheson,
Adams,
Alexander,
Babeock.

Bailey, Kans.
Bailey, Tex.
Ball

Bsri}er,
Bar
Bartholdt,

YEAS-—122,
Fowler, Lewis,
Gardner, Mich.  Littlefield,
Gardner, N. J. ];ﬁybra.nd.
Gaston, cAleer,
Gibson, MeCall,

ill, Mahon,
Glynn, Miller,
o= e

¥, Oreg.
Green, Pa. Murreﬂ,
Greene, Mass, Mo
Griffith, Mudd,
Grosvenor, Muller,
Groat, Needham,

TOW, Newlan
Hamilton, Norton, Ohio
Hedge, Olmsted,
Henry, Conn. Otey,
Hepburn, Otjen,
Hoffecker, Overstreet,
Howell, Packer, Pa.

ack, Pearre,
Johnsten, Reeves,
Jones, Wash. Rhea, Ky.

oy, . Richardson, Ala.
Landis, Richardson, Tenn.
Lanham, Roberts,
Lawrence, Robinson, Ind.
Lentz, Robinson, Nebr.
Lester, Ruppert,
Levy, Byan, N. Y.
NAYS—56.
De Armond, MeLain,
De Graffenreid, DMcRae,
Dougherty, Meekison,
Elliott, Miers, Ind.
Finley, Mondell,
Gaines, Moody, Mass
Howard, Prince,
Kleberg, uarles,
Kluttz, obb,
Lacey, Rucker.,
Little, Bhackleford,
Livin n, Shafroth,
Lloyd, Sims.
Lond, Blayden,
ANSWERED “PRESENT"—13.
Henry, Tex. Norton, 8. C,
enkins, Phillips,
Kitchin, Bmith, I
Metcalf, Tate,
NOT VOTING—182
Dahle, Kerr, Ohio.
Davenport, 8. A. Ketcham,
Davenport, 8. W. King,
Davey, Knox,
Davidson, )
Dick, Lane,
Dinsmore, Lassiter,
]I))%yener, {.:ai;mner.
g4s, nney,
Emerson, Littauer,
Faris, Long,
Fitzgerald, N. Y. Lorimer,
Fitzpatrick, Loudenslager,
Fleming, Lovering,
Fletcher, McCleary,
Fordney, McClellan,
Foss, MecCulloch,
Foster, McDermott,
Fox, McDowell,
Freer. Maddox,
Ga.mh‘le. ann,
Gayle,
Gilbert, May,
Gillet, N. Y. Mercer,
Gillett, Mass. Mesick,
Graff, Meyer, La.
Griggs, Moon,
Hall. Morgan,
Haugen, Naphen,
Hawley, Neville,

ay, Noonan,
Heatwole, O'Grady.
Hemenway, Parker, N. J.
Hill, Payne,

Hitt, Pearce, Mo.
opkins, Pearson
Hull, Pierce, Tenn
Jett, Polk,
Jones, Va. Powers,
n, Pugh,
Kerr, Md. Ransdell,

Salmon.
Scudder,

Ryan, Pa
Sherman,
Showalter,
Small,
§g§t{}: H.C.
8 ing,
S

pight,
Stnﬁ‘lngs,
Stevens, Minn,
Stewart, N. Y.
Stewart, Wis
Sulzer,
Swanson,
Tawney,

ylor,

Thayer,
Thropp,
Tompkins,
Tongue,
Vandiver,
Wadsworth,
Watson,
‘Weeks,
Wheeler,
‘White,
Williams, Miss,
Wilson, Idaho
‘Wright.
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The following additional pairs were announced:

On this vote:

Mr, Hopkins with Mr. BErrY of Kentucky.

Mr, Foss with Mr. MEYER of Louisiana.

The result of the vote was then announced as above recorded.

On motion of Mr, GROSVENOR, a motion to reconsider the last
vote was laid on the table.

DISTRICT OF COLUMBIA APPROPRIATION BILL.

Mr. GROUT. Mr. Speaker, I move that the House now resolve
itself into Committee of the Whole House on the state of the Union
forthe con=iderationof the District of Columbia appropriation bill.

Mr. HEPBURN. I will ask the gentleman from Vermont to
withhold that for a moment until I make a request for a reprint
of the bill H. R, 5499, together with the report. This is the bill to
promote the efficiency of the Revenue-Cufter Service.

The SPEAKER. Does the gentleman from Vermont withhold
his motion?

Mr, GROUT. Ido.

The SPEAKER. The gentlaman from Jowa asks for the reprint
of the bill H, R. 5499 and the report thereon, it being the bill to
promote the efficiency of the Revenue-Cutter Service. Withont
objection, that request will be granted.

ere was no objection.

The motion of Mr. GRoUT was then agreed to.

Accordingly the House resolved itself into Committee of the
Who%f House on the state of the Union, with Mr. GROSVENOR in
the chair.

The CHAIRMAN, The House is now in Committee of the
Whole House on the state of the Union to consider House bill
13575, making appropriations to provide for the expenses of the

vernment of the District of Columbia for the fiscal year ending

une 30, 1802, and for other purposes.

Mr. GROUT, Mr. Chairman, I ask unanimous consent tq omit
the first reading of the bill,

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Vermont asks unani-
mous consent to dispense with the first reading of the bill. Is
there objection? [After a panse.|] The Chair hears none.

MESSAGE FROM THE SENATE.

The committee informally rose; and Mr. VAN VoorHis having
taken the chair as Speaker pro tempore, a message from the Sen-
ate, by Mr. CUNNINGHAM, one of its clerks, announced that the
Senate had the following resolution; in which the concur-
rence of the House of Representatives was requested:

Senate concurrent resolution 87,

Resolved by the Senatfe (the House of Representatives concurring), That the
two Houses of Congress shall assemble in the Hall of the House of Hepre-
gentatives on Wednesday, the 13th day of February, 1901, at 1 o’clock in the
afternoon, - t to the uirement of the Constitution and laws relat-
ing to the eiection of President and Vice-President of the United States, and
the President of the Senate shall be the presiding officer; that two persons
be appointed tellers on the part of the Senate and two on the part of the
Honuse of Representatives to make a list of the votes as they shall be declared;
that the resnlt shall be delivered to the President of the Senate, who shall
announce the state of the vote and the persons elected to the two Houses
assembled as aforesaid, which shall be deemed a declaration of the persons
elected President and Vice-President of the United States, and, together
with a list of the votes, be entered on the Journals of the two Houses.

The m e also announced that that the Senate had disagreed
to the amendments of the House of Representatives to the bill
(S. 2329) to provide for eliminating certain grade crossings of rail-
roads in the District of Columbia, to rejuire and authorize the
construction of new terminals and tracks for the Baltimore and
Ohio Railroad Company in the city of Washington, and for other
purposes, asked a conference with the House on the disagreeing
votesof thetwo Houses thereon, and had appointed Mr. McMILLAN,
Mr. GALLINGER, and Mr. MARTIN as the conferees on the part of
the Senate.

The message also announced that the Senate had disagreed to
the amendments of the House of Representatives to the bill (S.
1929) to provide for eliminating certain grade crossings on the
line of tEe Baltimore and Potomac Railroad Company in the
city of Washington, D. C., and requiring said company to de-
press and elevate its tracks, and to enable it to relocate parts of
its railroad therein, and for other purposes, asked a conference
with the House on the disagreeing votes of the two Houses thereon,
and had appointed Mr. McMILLAN, Mr, GALLINGER, and Mr,
MarTIN as the conferees on the part of the Senate.

DISTRICT OF COLUMBIA APPROPRIATION BILL.

The committee resumed its session.

Mr. GROUT. Mr. Chairman, this bill carries §7,739,164.94,
which is §1,832,280 less than the estimates submitted by the Com-
missioners.

Mr. STEELE. How much more than the bill of last year?

Mr. GROUT. It carries §164,448,63 more than the bill for 1901.
There is included in this bill a single item of §500,000 for a filtra-
tion plant, which more than accounts for its greater size. If this
sum of §500,000 were not appropriated, the present bill would be
about $324,000 less than the current law,

In the last bill there was appropriated $200,000 toward a filtra-
tion plant. With that amount the requisite land has been pur-
chased. In the estimates submitted to the committee was in-
cluded this item for $500,000 for this filtration plant as the sum
which can be properly eﬁended during the ensuing fiscal year.
The item is recommended by the committee at that sum. This
sum meets the demands of the American system, the estimates
submitted by Colonel Miller being with that system in view. He
is iltl charge of the water department, and favors the American
BYELEI.

Mr, NORTON of Ohio. Will this appropriation if made con-
fine this work to the American system, or will it permit the officers
in charge of it to use any of this money for further investigation?

Mr. GROUT. The bill does not provide for further investiga-
tion; that is, the item here recommended does not. It contem-
plates the use of this sum of $500.000 toward the erection of a
plant, the estimated expense of which will be about $1,000,000.

Mr. NORTON of Ohio. But it does not prohibit them (rom
making any further investigation?

Mr. GROUT. No, sir.

Mr. OVERSTREET. Would there be any necessity for that
appropriation if a change in the method of filtration were not
contemplated?

Mr. GROUT. Ihardly understand what the gentleman means
by a change in the method of filtration. We have no system of
filtration now. The objectof thisappropriation is to ‘frovida one,
We are entirely destitute of any system of that kind at present,
except so far as private individuals or hotel proprietors have in-
troduced a filtration system into their houses or hotels.

Mr. OVERSTREET, The character of the plan of filtration is
not mentioned in this bill or recommended by the committee?

Mr. GROUT. Not specifically, yet impliedly it is, becanse we
appropriate the sum called for as necessary for expenditure dur-
ing the ensuing fiscal year for the American system. If the Euro-
pean system were to be instituted, undon v the call would be
for $500,000 more, At least I presume so; I will not speak posi-
tively as to that, because we only considered the item as to the
necessities of the American system.

So, while the committee does not say that the system adopted
shall be the American system, they appropriate the sum called for
by that system. They considered it best not to specify the sys-
tem in the appropriation.

Mr. OVERSTREET.
system?

Mr. GROUT. That is what is called the mechanical system, in
which a coagulum is used to precipitate the turbidity of the
water, together with the bacilli it may contain. The water is
then passed through sand, but in a much more rapid way than
in the English system. The English system is otherwise known
as the slow sand process, and it costs, as 1 have already stated,
about twice what the American system costs.

1 might at this point enter at length into the reasons why we
limited this appropriation to $500,000, but it must suffice to say
that we thought it best to follow the recommendations of the officer
in charge of the water system and of the Commissioners of the
District.

Mr. OVERSTREET. Allow me fo inquire whether the system
which the gentleman has just stated can be put into effect with-
out the extension of a certain patent?

Mr. GROUT. Most certainly. Whether or not the patent be
extended, pray tell me, what is there in the way of putting into
execution this system? I never heard that there was a patent on
either system till after this bill was reported, and I presume no
member of the committes knew anything about it.

Mr., OVERSTREET. Is it contemplated to extend that patent
for the purpose of establishing this system?

Mr, GROUT. For my part I can not see how the extension of
the patent wonld establish the system. I can not say but that it
may have been contemplated by some one, but not by * your
humble servant” nor by any member of the committee, as [ be-
lieve. In fact this matter was never mentioned in the committee.

i\tié ?OVERSTREET. Then it was not considered by the com-
mi e

Mr. BENTON. I would like to hear what was the question of
the gentleman from Indiana [Mr. OVERSTREET].

Mr. OVERSTREET. My query was whether the committes
had considered the necessity of the extension of a certain patent
in order that the American system might be introduced.

Mr. BENTON. As I understand, the committee did not under-
take to decide at all as to the character of the system which would
be used—either the American or the European system. Itdidnot
make an invaﬁti%ﬁon on that point.

Mr. GROUT. But we have appropriated the sum called for by
the American system. As to the patent to which the gentleman
from Indiana has referred. I will say for one that I am dead
against extending it. I do not believe that there are half a dozen
men in either House who will be in favor of extending it,

What do yon mean by the American
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The extension would undoubtedly enable certain perscns to reap
larger profits out of the patent than they have already done. If
extended and the American system should be adopted here, it
would contribute to those profits. But if not extended the patent
will expire before the institution of the work, and no expense
wonuld accrue. Do

Mr. WM. ALDEN SMITH. But such an extension is not con-
templated. v .

Mr. GROUT. Nof at all, certainly, by the Committee on Ap-
propriations. For one I propose io lef the patent expire. I have
no doubt the prospect of introducing the American system has
encouraged the patentees to move for an extension, but this has
seldom ever been granted by Congress, and I do not believe it will
be donein this case, butthat this patent will expire by itsownlimi-
tation nowin a few days, and then when this bill shall have passed
the other body and shall have become a law, if it calls for the
American system the officers in charge will use that; if it calls
for the European system they will use that., A

This large item of $500,000 accounts in part for the increase in
this bill over the amount in the current law. I will also say that
on the subject of schools, and especially schoolhouses, there is a
large increase in this bill over any previous law. The last District
bill made the largest apgrogriaﬁon for the erection of school-
houses that had been made by any bill up to that time presented
for the action of the House.

You may possibly remember that the committee reported to
you then that they had allowed for all the schoolhouses that were
asked for by the Commissioners. In that bill you appropriated
§332,800 for new school buildings. Theprevious bill appropriated
only 8247,700, while the present bill carries an appropriation of
$377,000, an increase over the bill of last year of some forty or
fifty thousand dollars, and over that of two years ago of §130,000.

Mr. STEELE. Iwould like toask the gentleman from Vermont
where the expenses in the District have been decreased? He has
acconnted for about $327,000 in excess of the usual appropriation
for the same purpose last year on account of the extension of the
filtration plant at the waterworks. He now shows a difference
of $40,000 more, about, making $367,000 in all of increase in the
bill; so there must have been a decrease on some other features to
keep it within the limits o which he has referred.

Mr. GROUT. Ihave not the items at hand, but there was a
reduction on other points in the biil, such as appropriations for
work on sewers, and work of a similar character that had been
completed and did not require further appropriation. I find on
reference to the report that there is a reduction in this bill, as
compared with that of last year, of §150,000 on the sewer work
alone.

I will say, Mr. Chairman, also by way of further reply to the
gentleman from Indiana, that we have submitted in our report a
comparative statement, showing at different points through the
whole bill where the reductions and increases have been made.

Mr. RICHARDSON of Tennessee. May I interrupt the gentle-
man for an inquiry?

Mr, GROUT. Certainly.

Mr. RICHARDSON of Tennessee. I desire to ask the gentle-
man if he will inform the committee what new legislation is em-
bodied in the pending bill?

Mr. GROUT. My, Chairman, that is submitted also in the re-
port of the committee, under the head of *Limitations;” and if
the gentleman from Tennessee will have the trouble tc get a copy
of the report, he will see, I think, that the propositions which the
committee have suggested are such as will not call for objections.

I will briefly state what they relate to. The first is a call upon
the District Commissioners to furnish in the next Book of Esti-
mates a complete list of all persons employed in the District of
Columbia in every branch of its service and not now appropriated
for specifically, We are all aware of the fact that there is u very
large number of persons so employed and paid out of the appro-

riation for the particular work on which they are employed.
Elvery time this bill is before the committee there is a request by
the Commissioners that we put some of that number who are per-
manently employed upon the list of those for whom specific appro-
priations are made.

It was thought by the committee that, inasmuch as the number
g0 employed was somewhat an unknown quantity, it wounld be
well to have that list in the next Book of Estimates, so that the
committee in future might possibly deal with this subject differ-
ently from what we have dealt with it in the pending bill, and
Bgamb}y not. We thought that, at all events, it would be well to

ve the information.

The second legislative provision is on page 11 of the bill. This
authorizes the District Commissioners to sell to outside parties
bound editions of the laws of the District, which they can not
now do without such authority.

On page 16 of the bill there isalso anthority given to rectify the
alignment of a certain street without axﬂealll_tm to the Government.
On page 18 there is a provision that one- of the appropriation,
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which went through hastily in the closing hours of thelast session
of Congress, to provide for certain repairs on the roads in Rock
Creek Park, occasioned by a sudden and violent storm, the whole
of which at that time was paid out of the funds of the United
States, shall be reimbursed to the United States by the District.

This provision will put the cost of that appropriation equally on
the Government and the District. The whole sum was §20,000,
and the sum herein provided for is $10,000, to be paid from the
revenues of the District.

On page 18 there is also a legislative provision which compels
the Commissioners of the District, nnder certain circamstances
and conditions, to advertise for bids for street cleaning, which is
now done by hand, and which experience has proven can be dons
more satisfactorily and at less expense in that manner than by
machine cleaning. This provision is incorporated so that when
the expense shall exceed a certain limit of cost the Commissioners
shall call for bids.

Now, to recur for & mpment to the subject of schools, from
which I was diverted by the inguiry of the gentleman——

Mr, FITZGERALD eof Massachusetts. Do I understand the
gentleman to say that these are all the changes from the appro-
priation of last year that are made in this bill?

Mr. GROUT. No; I stated that that was the new legislation
which the gentleman from Tennessee inquired aboaut.

Mr. FITZGERALD of Massachusetts. Isit nota fact thatan _
electrical department is created by the bill which is not now in
existence in the District?

Mr. GROUT. That is the same department, with the same
officers as was carried in the last bill. It only gives a new name
here. The provisions, if the gentleman will turn to the last bill,
he will find are precisely the same asin this bill. There is no
change in that respect.

Mr. FITZGERALD of Massachusetts. I appreciate the fact

-hat they are the same as they were in the last bill when reported,
but the House struck them out of the bill when the point of order
was raised that they were new legislation.

On page 9 of the report I find that for telegraph and telephone
service the salaries under the present law are $15.220, while under
this bill they are $28,800, or nearly double the amount, and creat-
ing a great many new offices.

Mr. GROUT. The gentleman can not have the correct figures,
What g‘%%e does he refer to?
Mr. ZGERALD of Massachusetts. Page 9 of the report.

Mr, GROUT. The gentleman must be reading from the esti-
mates instead of the amounts appropriated in the former bill.
There can be no such discrepancy between the former bill and
this one as the gentleman’s figures indicate,

Mr, FITZGERALD of Massachusetts, Do I understand that
the salaries of the officers of the electrical department, as reported
in this bill, on page 37, are the same as are paid at the present

time?

Mr. GROUT. The officers are the same and the amount is the
same precisely. I see now, as I look at the report, that the gen-
tleman read from the column of estimates submitted by the Com-
missioners, which the committee did not indorse.

Mr. FITZGERALD of Massachusetts. The salariesare justthe
the same, as I understand?

Mr. GROUT. They are precisely the same in number and
amonnt.

Now, in reference to schools, just @ moment, as I was turned
away from that subject. It appeared before the committee that
there were 4,000 children of school age in the District of Columbia
who do notattendschool. By the schoolhouses which are ordered
in this bill we have provided for about 2,000 of those children, and
have given all the new schoolhousesthe Commissioners asked for.

The committee felt that provision ought to be made so that
these children should be allowed to attend school, and after the
schoolhouses are provided it might then become a question for
the District Committee—which covers the legislative branch for
the District—to make some provision for compulsory attendance.
That is a subject which this committee could not properly take np.

Now, with these remarks, which I think are sufficiently explan-
atory of the leading features of the bill, unless some gentleman
desires to ask further guestions, I ask for the reading of the bill
by n'Ir.'n-agraphs—

r. LLOYD, Idesire to ask the chairman of the committee
whether there is any increase in the number of police in the city?

Mr. GROUT. There is an increase of the police force to the
number of 35, to man a new precinct.

Mr. LLOYD. Is notthe increase 41 instead of 35?

Mr, GROUT. Not in policemen. There is an increase of 1
lieutenant to command the increased force. Thereis a sergeant
at the customarysalary. There are 20 privates of the lower grade
of pay, at$900, and 15 privates at $1,080. There is 1 station keeper
at $840; 1 driver, at g}w—-jm;t the necessary equipment of the
precinct provided for in the last bill,

Mr, LLOYD. Where is that precinct?
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M;. GROUT. Mount Pleasant.
_Mr. LLOYD. Have there been no police there previous to this

e?

Mr. GROUT. Well, they had mounted police, and there may
have been a few policemen there who occupied rented quarters—a
very few. I cannot say about that, for Ido not recall; but the in-
crease in population there made it necessary, in the judgment of
the two Houses at the last session, to provide a precinct and a
station house, which was done, and this is simply to man that
precinct.

Mr, LLOYD. What do youmean by a precinct? Do you mean
a division of the city in which there is a specific police force?

Mr. GROUT. Every city is divided into police precincts, with
a station house in each precinct; and now there is a inct at
Mount Pleasant, and after July 1 there will be a full supply of
men. The station house is in %roceas of erection. It is not yet
completed, but it will be ready by the commencement of the next
ﬁaca? year, for which this bill provides.

Mr, LLOYD. Is there any increase of salary in the executive
offices?

Mr. GROUT. Thereisa slight increase; There is an increase
in the salary of the superintendent of the water department from
twenty-four hundred dollars to twenty-seven hundred and fifty
dollars; of the health officer from three thousand to thirty-five
hundred dollars, and of the superintendent of street sweeping
from two thonsand two hundred to twenty-five hundred dollars.
This is because of the addition of new duties assigned to him in
the line of collecting garbage and the like,

Mr. LLOYD, Isthere any increase in the number of officers?

Mr. GROUGT. There are some slight increases. You mean in
the number of employees, I suppose?

Mr, LLOYD. Yes. -

Mr, GROUT. If the gentleman will turn to page 12 of the re-
port, he will find all these facts presented. The number of sala-
ried officers in the District in the last bill was 2,701, and in the

resent bill it is 2,834, Many of this number are persons who, as

stated before, have had permanent emvloyment in the District,
but who were not paid specific salaries. Quite a number of
such areappropriated for specifically for the first time in this bill,
and that will in a large measure account for the increase in the
number of salaried officers.

Mr. LLOYD. What is the necessity of the increase in the exec-
utive office?

Mr. GROUT. The increase in the executive office, by which I
understand him to mean the office of the Commissioners, is ap-
parent instead of real.

They consist in putting on salary certain persons who have
heretofore been employed by the Commissioners, the salary in
every instance, I think, being the same in amount as heretofore
paid them.
¥ Mr. LLOYD. I notice that in another place you make an in-
crease in the appropriation for Rock Creek Park.

Mr. GROUT. An increased appropriation.

Mr. LLOYD. Is there an increase?

Mr. GROUT. There is an increase of 810,000—from $15,000 to

5,000,

32‘3.[:'. NORTON of Ohio. I desire to call the attention of the
chairman to the language used under the head of Washington
Aqueduct, page 22:

b a filtration plant, and for eachand every pu con-
ne;rt%:lr gdammm to be avgﬂable immediately and untyil;éxmed.

Now, there is no question but what this appropriation is one of
the wisest the bill contains. Scarcely any city in the Union is
worse served in the way of water than Washington, and no city
deserves a better system than the city of Washington. But when
the attempt was made here some year ago in the Senate, and when
Colonel Miller was attemf)ting to establish a plant and learn
something in regard to a filtration plant, he ran up against these
circumstances: Several different companies were ready fo estab-
lish their filtration plant and turn it over to the Government and
let them appoint an expert to decide which was the better; but no
appropriation having been made, the Government could not assign
an rt. Therefore, these filtration plants were nof built; at
least, perhaps one was built, under the control of the Government
or Colonel Miller. Now, I wonld like some provision here that
Colonel Miller might be empowered to appoint an expert todeter-
mine which is the best. )

Mr. GROUT. They are to build the filtration plants at their
own expense? ;

Mr. NORTON of Ohio. Oh, yes; any of them, but I do not
know which one; but any of them or all of them who desire to
build a filtration plant will put it up at their own expense,

Mr. GROUT. An experimental plant?

Mr. NORTON of Ohio. An experimental plant, and have the
Government decide which is the best. Now, what I would like
would be to have some Iaﬁﬁmi.ge incorporated in the bill which
would authorize Colonel Miller fo assign an expert to make the
decision after these filtration plants were built.

Mr. GROUT. Mr, Chairman, for the gentleman’s information
1 will say that tWwo years ago we appropriated $8,000 for an exper-
imental plant.

Mr. NORTON of Ohio. And you put up one plant and one
system. -

Mr. GROUT. I understood from Colonel Miller’s testimony
before us that an experiment was made with both systems, and a
plant of each kind was established. He tried both systems and
testified in full before us concerning their workings, with the re-
sult that he is decidedly in favor of the American system. He
explained fully to us the operation of both systems.

Mr, NORTON of Ohio. The ‘““American system” does not ex-
plain anything, There are half a dozen Awmerican systems, and
probably as many European; but at the time this system, that
this experiment was going on, Cincinnati and half a dozen other
places were still in the experimental stage, and had not completed
their experiments, and the Department could not take advantage
of that because of not hav-inf the reports. Now, this comes abso-
lutely within the control of the Government, and all they have

to say is which is the best, without any expense to the Govern-
ment, :g.ve the expense of the salary of the expert that may be

assigned.

Mr. GROUT. Does not the gentleman think it would be wise
for Congress, before we pass this bill at the present session, to
settle the system ourselves?

Mr. NORTON of Ohio. Ican notsee how Congress could settle
that. They could not establish it by an exFart in Congress.

Mr. GROUT. Here is what Colonel Miller said:

Co act anthorizi investigation,
PLIRD S his Torooa. Sa0 T eaaattan Tier ot s Boctet s oF
representing the slow sand filtration method, and the other representing the
American method, and we experimented for nine months—as long as the
funds allowed us—and we went through the time of the greatest turbidity of

the water.
If you remember, last year about this time the water was very muddy
ough that period, which began about the latter

every day, and we went t!
part of December and lasted until March, and we found that the English or

slow sand filtration method would not remove the turbidity and the other
method would remove it, and that the bacteriological conditions, from a
hygienic point of view, of either system were good.

t might be said to be a little in favor of the English method, but not
enough to make it a point. Therefore I recommended in my report the ad
tion of the American system, because it produced aneffiuent that was nearly
if not r?uite as good (some claim guite as good as the other with reference to
bacteriological effects), but much better in reference to turbidity, being al-
ways clear, but it requires more care. In n the rapid filtration it is nec-
essary to coagulate the water before passing it through the sand.

Now, while the committee asked him many questions—his ex-
amination runs through some 10 or 12 pages—the statement I have
read contains a summary of his testimony.

Mr, NORTON of Ohio. Idid not want the language of this
gfpropriation to confine the War Department to any particular

ter.

Mr. GROUT. Does the gentleman from Ohio think it does?

Mr. NORTON of Ohio. I think it does, from what the gentle-
man from Vermont says.

Mr. GROUT. The gentleman can read the lanézage for him-
self. Isaid expressly that it did not confine the Government to
any system, except impliedly. We have appropriated only $500,-
000 instead of a million dollars; $500,000 bemﬁ requisite under the
American plan, while a million dollars wounld be requisite under
the other plan, Thatisalllsaid. Thecommittee thonght it best
to leave undecided as to the plan except so far as the sum appro-
{J‘riated wonld indicate the plan to be adopted. If left as in the

ill, it would undoubtedly result in the American plan, as Colonel
Miller, in charge of the Aqueduct, favors that plan,

Mr. PEARRE, Will the chairman of the committee explain
whether either of these two systems contemplated eliminate from
the water disease germs?

Mr. GROUT. Certainly; both of them do. Colonel Miller said
that they had both about the same effect, but the preference was
a little in favor of the English system,

Mr. PEARRE. I heard what the gentleman read in relation to
the disease germs, but does Colonel Miller state that either one of
the systems tried will eliminate disease germs? I do not so un-
derstand his language.

Mr. GROUT. Yes; he makes a statement later in his testimony
in substance to that effect, which I have not yet read.

Mr. PEARRE. If the gentleman will permit me, I look upon
this as a matter of grave importance, and I may claim the indul-

ence of the gentleman later. I livenear the Potomac River, and
ve had some experience in this matter.

The Potomac River is subject to numerous pollutions, from its
source almost down to the city of Washington. A greater partof
these pollutions consist of the sewage from numerous towns in
West Virginia and Maryland emptying into the Potomac River
all along its length until it reaches Washington, thereby impreg-
nating the waters of the river, as chemical analyses of this water
have shown. It impregnates the water with typhoid germs and
germs of other diseases which have come from the sewage of these

towns.
____Eow, Mr, Chairman, I submit that when this matter is under
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the consideration of this House to the extent of an appropriation
of §500,000 for the erection of a filtration plant, this House shm_:ld
have some definite information, or take definite action, looking
not only to the clarification of the water, but also to the elimina-
tion from the water of these disease germs. It is a well-known
fact that thronghout the city of Washington to-day typhoid fever
is rampant and arises from the fact that the water supply comes
from the Potomac River. ) -

Now, let me say, with the indulgence of the chairman of the
committee, that the citizens of Cumberland, my own town, in
connection with their own water supply had numerous analyses
of that water made and found it impregnated with the disease

rms, but not so fully as the water of the Potomac River be-

ow Cumberland. They tested the various systems of filtration
and noted the resunlt of that examination, and the result has been
that no known system of filtration, certainly none tried by the au-
thorities of the city of Cumberland, did successfully eliminate
these disease germs.

Now, it is a matter which the Government should take hold of
with & vigorous hand in order that the health of the people of the
capital city of the nation shall be protected from the use of waters
impregnated with various diseases by the sewage from the numer-
ous towns near the Potomac River from Washington to its very
source. I think the gentleman will discover on investigation, and
I do not believe that Colonel Miller will state, or any other scien-
tific man will state, that either of the systems will remove typhoid
fever bacillus. el

Mr. GROUT. Is the gentleman in favor of putting in a filtra-
tion plant of any kind? e )

Mr. PEARRE. I arose for thepurpose of securing information
and making a suggestion, Idonotpretend to be as well informed
about the matter asis the gentleman from Vermont, and I did not
rise for the purpose of obstructing legislation in any way, but
simply to give the House and chairman of the committee the bene-
fit of such experience as I have had in the matter.

Mr. GROUT. Colonel Miller testified before us that the ty-

hoid fever bacillus, that little fellow which he described, had not

found by him in the Potomac water. Butits fellow, the in-

testinal bacilli, which are harmless so far as disease is concerned,
are found in great abundance.

He minutely described thislittle fellow, the typhoid bacilli, and
said he had never yet found him in Potomac water, and 1 am
gometimes of the mind that the cause of typhoid fever in this city
should not be located alone in Potomac water; but justnow there
is much feeling on the subject, and the committee thought it wise
to provide for a filtration plant which will at least take the dirt
out of i, if we do nothing else. And whether it removes entirely
the germs, including the typhoid germs, it must, in removing the
dirt, also take out a large s! of them, thereby reducing some-
what the chances of disease. But, as I have said, I do not believe
all the typhoid fever in the city is due to Potomac water.

There are numerous wells in thecity, and it is a well-known fact
that contamination of water sult)g y comes from that source
oftener than from any other, and the denser the population the

ter the liability of it, I have no doubt much of the typhoid
ever comes from these wells. A few years ago the trouble with
impure water in this city was laid to the wells altogether.

At that time—not ten years ago—the Committee on Approﬂpria-
tions was called upon to deal with this same subject, and the
Potomac water was then given a clean bill of health by the testi-
mony beforeus. So we provided for deep wells; we made appro-
priations for deep boring to go below the rock and get from
underneath water that should be pure.

Now, the clamor is that the typhoid-fever germs come from the
contaminated water of the Potomac after if has passed the city in
which the gentleman from Maryland resides, the city of Cum-
berland; and he mnust have some knowledge of the exteut of im-
purity coming into the river at that point from sewage, because
it is a large place, abounding with manufactories. It seemed to
the committee, in view of all the facts, to be a good idea to have
a filter that will take out the swarms of intestinal bacilli, which
are counted as harmless and which are larger than the typhoid
germ, and take out the dirt also; and in doing so I believe it will
at the same time remove many, if not all, of the disease germs
whic{‘;sl :.el;e gentleman from Maryland seems to think go through
any ]

One word further in reply to the gentleman from Maryland.
According to my recollection—I have not had time to go through
the testimony carefully—Colonel Miller’s testimony isnot tothe ef-
fect that this system of filtration absolutely cleans out the typhoid
germs. Hesaid that the effect on these germs generally was just
about the same, but that he had not found thislittle fellow in the
Potomac water, and he could not be entirely certain as to the rela-
tive value of the two systems, but that so far as he went he
.&ought the European system a little more effective in removing

em,

Now, while we may talk a long, long time on this subject—and
there is any amount of learning to be presented in favor of one

stem or the other, or perhaps against filtering at all—it seemed to
the committee wise tomake an spproPria.tion. and to doitin accord-
ance with the recommendation of Colonel Miller, whois apparently
an honorable gentleman and who certainly showed to the com-
mittee that he thoroughly understood the subject. He has cer-
tainly given much time and attention toit. The committee accord-
in%lly recommend the appropriation of this $500,000, the amount
called for under the American system.

I now yield to the gentleman from Maryland.

Mr, PEARRE. Mr. Chairman, as I understand, this appropri-
ation is not designed to provide for experiments with the various
filters which may be offered for trial.

Mr. GROUT. No; we made an appropriation of $8,000 for that
purpose some time ago.

Mr. PEARRE, But this is an appropriation for erecting a fil-
tration plant.

Mr. GROUT. Precisely. Itcannot be supposed that anyone
else will erect a plant at a cost of $1,000,000 or $2,000,000, which
the District can take if it wants it.

Mr. PEARRE. Now, before that filtration plant is erected, be-
fore this appropriation can be used, the method of filtration must
be determined upon. .

Mr. GROUT. By some anthority. :

Mr. PEARRE. Now, Mr. Chairman, I submit that it is good
policy, it is the of wisdom, that this Congress, before appro-
priating $500,000 for such a purpose, should have some sort of an
investigation instituted for the purpose of determining what is the
best sort of filtration plant upon which to spend this $500,000.

Mr. GROUT. Was the gentleman present at an earlier point
in my remarks when I read from Colonel Miller's statement?

Mr. PEARRE, I do not know that I heard the whole of it.

Mr, GROUT. Then let me tell the gentleman that Colonel
Miller said that two years ago $8,000 was appropriated for exper-
imental purpcses, and that under his direction two filtration
plants—one on the American, the other on the English system—
were instituted and trials made, and his report was given to Con-
gress concerning those experiments,

Mr. M Y. The experiments covered a period of nine
months. .

Mr. PEARRE. I heard that statement read. I heard that
experiments on these two systems had been instituted; but I have
not heard from that report any statement that either of those
systel}us wounld remove the disease germs, especially the typhoid
bacilli. ;

Now, while I do not desire to reflect upon Colonel Miller—and
I confess my ignorance as to who he is; it may be that ignorance
on that point argues that I am anknown—yet, with all respect to
Colonel Miller, to the position which he occupies, and to his scien-
tific knowledge, I must, from the information which I have been
able to gather in connection with this investigation, dissent from
his statement that typhoid bacilli have never been found in Poto-
mac water.

The typhoid bacilli germs have been found in the Potomac water
by gentlemen connected with the Johns Hopkins University of
the State of Maryland. Every gentleman here knows that the
prolific source of typhoid fever is drinking water—I care not
whether it comes from a well or from a river,

The fact in which we are interested here is this: We are now

ing upon an appropriation of $300,000, not for the purpose of
igging wells, not for the pur of introducing a system of
water supply based upon artesian wells, but for the purpose of
carrying out a system of water supply from the Potomac River,
and from that alone.

The gentleman from Vermont [Mr. GrouT] says that I may have
a more intimate acquaintance than others with the germs or other
sources of gollution coming into the Potomac from the city of
Cumberland. I plead guilty to the soft impeachment. I have
some familiarity with that question. The whole sewage of the
city of Cumberland, improperly, I believe, is thrown into the Po-
tomac River.

For that reason at the last session of Congress I reported, with
other gentlemen here, a bill authorizing the appointment of acom-
mission to investigate this matter and recommend legiglation to
?revent the pollution of water in streams flowing through the dif-

erent States and used as the water supply of various towns along
their banks. But that legislation did not pass in the House.

Now, Mr, Chairman, not only does Cumberland dump its sew-
age into the Potomac River, but the towns of Piedmont, Western-
port, Williamsport, and a very large number of small towns and
villages scattered along the lines of the West Virginia Central
Railway and on the various streams coming to the head waters of
the Potomac.

This is a matter which must become a burning question here
before many years have elapsed, and I urge the necessity for
action, because now is the time to take hold of it and settle the mat-
ter once for all. If this is not done, we can all foresee the result.
Let us settle the matter now, or otherwise the illness and death
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of numerous citizens of the city of Washington will be upon the
heads of the Congress of the United States.

Now is the time to act; and no appropriation should pass this
House, not a dollar of money should be appropriated to build such
a filtration plant until it shall have been getermined by scientific
testimony, ugh the agency of a commission appointed for that
purpose, that there is some method of filtration, some sort of a
plan which will remedy the trouble and remove these germs, If
this is not done, the money so spfro riated is absolutely wasted,

Why, Mr. Chairman, the mere clarification of the water amounts
to nothing, Any sort of an old filter will accciggiplish that. And
I may add, sir, that great care must be exerci and great scru-
tiny used in the report of any testimony upon this question as to
the relative advantages of the various filtration plants which are
on the market.

Without intending to suggest, or to intimate even remotely,
any imputation npon the services of any gentleman connected
with the Government, I do assert with confidence that certain
scientific gentlemen in their report as to the relative merits of
various filtration systems are sometimes influenced by considera-
tions other than the interests of the public.

Mr. GROUT. If I was understood as saying that typhoid
bacilli had never been discovered in the Potomac water, it was
not what I wished or intended to say. I simply desired to be un-
derstood as saying that Colonel Miller had failed to discover any.

Mr. PEARRE. I understood the gentleman to say that none
had been found.

Mr. GROUT. That was not my intention; but I will ask the
gentleman from Maryland, inasmuch as he has consumed so much
time in the presentation of his view, if he can not submit some
suggestion which will improve the legislation proposed in the bill?

. PEARRE. Iwas taking general ground against the enact-
ment of any such vague and indefinite legislation as this. AsI
understand it, the responsibility for framing such legislation rests
with the committee.

Mr. GROUT. But what amendment, in the judgment of the

tleman, would ect the legislation?

Mr. PEARRE. I willstate to the gentleman again that I have
made the comments I have in the interest of what I believe to be
good legislation upon this subject. But as I understand it, the
responsibility of presenting such measures rests upon the com-
mittee.

Mr. GROUT. Of course I understand that, but what, in the
juﬁgl-ment of the gentleman, ghould be done? What amendment
wonld he suggest that will improve the bill?

Mr. PEARRE. I could not undertake in the brief time in
which I have occupied the floor to suggest an amendment which
might cover the entire subject.

Mr. GROUT. Will the gentleman allow me to ask, then, if he
will consider it, and when we reach that particular part of the
bill that he will suggest euch amendment as, in his judgment,
will meet the difficulty of which he complains? I am sure the
committee and the House will give it careful consideration.

Mr. PEARRE. 1 will be very glad to adopt the suggestion of
the chairman of the committee, and will ask him in return to
adopt such suggestions as I may submit after investigation of the
matter, which I believe will meet with the approval of the com-
mittee and perfect the bill in this regard.

Mr. GROUT. The gentleman may be sure that whatever
amendment he may propose will be carefully considered.

Now, if there is no furtker general debate, I ask that the bill be
read by sections for debate and amendment under the five-minute
rule.

The CHAIRMAN, Without objection, general debate will be
considered as closed, and the Clerk will proceed with the reading
of the bill.

Mr. RICHARDSON of Tennessee. I would like toask the gen-
tleman how much 101:501- he is going to ask ns to stay here this
evening? It is about the usual time for adjourning.

Mr. thOUT. I had hoped that we might get the bill through
to-night. ] ;

Mr. RICHARDSON of Tennessee. Thisisqguitea long bill. It
is evident that several matters will require considerable discussion,
and it could not be completed this afternoon. I think under all
the circumstances the gentleman ought to move that the commit-
tee rise,

Mr. GROUT. Let the Clerk make a start with the reading of
the bill by sections, and I will then make that motion.

The Clerk proceeded with the reading of the bill, and read the
first section, as follows:

& Bf "ia e;acf%d. ele., Tbriaat. thoe h:tlfrof the {ollmﬁn& :“Tmr:a g:meﬂat ——
ANy mone
g‘t%j;g?& Bﬁz%&?gﬁthe%gai h:lf ‘;):? orfth‘:igvenuaa of ;lflrgﬂll)istrlct. of
olum or the purposes OWIDg, T or expenses a govern-
muntlot the Dl.atr];cb of Columbia Igor thegﬁnml yenrp:nding June gi.l, 1002,
namely:

Mr. GROUT. Mr, Chairman,d will now move that the com-

mitiee rise.

The motion was to.

Accordingly the committeerose; and the Speaker having resumed
the chair, Mr. GROSVENOR retported that the Committee of the
‘Whole House on the state of the Union, having had under con-
sideration the District of Columbia appropriation bill, had come
to no resolution thereon.

ENROLLED BILLS SIGNED.

The SPEAKER announced his signature to enrolled bills of the
following titles:

B5.4816. An act to provide for the closing of part of an alley in
square 169, in the city of Washington, D. C., and for the sale
t‘lérereqf to the Young Men’'s Christian Association of the city of

ashington;

S.5258. An act to allow the commutation of homesteads in cer-
tain cases;

S.1996. An act revoking and annulling the subdivision of Pen-
cote Heights, in the District of Columbia; and

S.122, An act to amend the act entitled ‘“*An act to amend the
criminal laws of the District of Columbia,” approved July 8, 1898,

SENATE RESOLUTION REFERRED,

Under clause 2 of Rule XXIV, the following resolution was taken
from the Speaker’s table and referred to its appropriate commit-
tee as indicated below:

Senate concurrent resolution 87:

Resolved by the Senate (the House of Representatives concurring), That the
two Houses of Congress shall assemble in the Hall of the House of Repre-
sentatives on Wednesday, the 13th day of February, 191, at 1 o'clock in the
afternoon, pursuant to the requirement of the Constitutionand laws relating
to the election of Presidentand Vice-President of the United States, and the
President of the Senate shall be the presiding officer; that two persons be
appointed tellers on the t of the Senate and two on the the House
oFggaprasentnﬁvea to e & list of the votes as they shall be declared; that
the result shall be delivered to the President of the Senate, whoshall announce
the state of the vote and the persons elected to the two Houses assembled as
aforesald, which shall be deemed a declaration of the persons elected Presi-
dent and Vice-President of the United States, and, together with a list of the
votes, be entered on the Journals of the two Houses—

to the Committee on Rules.

ENROLLED BILLS SIGNED,

Mr. BAKER, from the Committee on Enrolled Bills, reported
that they had examined and found truly enrolled bills of the fol-
lowing titles; when the Speaker signed the same:

H. R. 5048. An act toconfirm in trust to the city of Albuguerque,
in the Territory of New Mexico, the town of Albnguerque Grant,
and for other purposes; and

H. R. 12548, An act to authorize the construction of a bridge
across the Mississippi River, at or near Grays Point, Missouri.

CURTIS BAY, BALTIMORE HARBOR, MARYLAND,

Mr. REEVES. Mr. Speaker, by direction of the Committee on
Rivers and Harbors, I desire to report back Senate concurrent res-
olution 96, and ask unanimous consent for its present considera-

tion.

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Illinois reports back
from the Committee on Rivers and Harbors Senate concurrent
resolution 96, and asks unanimous consent for the present consid-
eration thereof. The Clerk will report the resolution,

The resolution was read, as follows:

Resolved by the Senate (the House of Representatives concurring), That the
Secretary of War be directed to transmit to the Senate an estimate of the
cost of deepening the channel of Curtis Bay, Baltimore Harbor, in Maryland,
to 30 feet and widening the channel to 250 feet; and also an estimate of the
cost of increasing the depth of the main ship channel of the Patapsco River
and Baltimore Harbor to 35 feet and the width thereof to 1,000 feet.

The SPEAKER. Isthereobjection to the present consideration
of the resolution? )

There was no objection.

The concurrent resolution was agreed tfo.

EXPENSES OF THE INAUGURAL CEREMONIES,

Mr. CANNON. Mr. Speaker, I desire to call up Senate joint
resolution 142, and ask that the House agree to the conference re-
quested bﬁ the Senate. '

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Illinois calls up Senate
resolution 142, which the Clerk will report,

The Clerk read the title of the resolution, as follows:

Joint resolution to enable the Secre of the SBenate to ny the neces-

sary expensesof the inaugural ceremonies of the President and Vice-President
otlzlaxggited States March 4, 1901.

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Illinois moves that the
House insist upon its amendments and agree to the conference
asked by the Senate. 3

The motion was agreed to; and the Speaker ls?ppomben.’l _as con-
ferees on the part of the House Mr. CANNoN, Mr, DALZELL, and
Mr, McRAE. .

RAILROAD CROSSINGS IN THE CITY OF WASHINGTON.

Mr. JENKINS. Mr. Speaker, I desire to call up the bill 8.1929,
with House amendments,
The SPEAKER. The Clerk will report the bill,
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The Clerk read the title of the bill (S, 1929) to provide for elim-
inating certain grade crossings on the line of the Baltimore and
Potomac Railroad Company in the District of Columbia, and re-
quiring said company to depress and elevate its fracks, and to
enable it to relocate parts of its railroad therein, and for other

TUposes.
4 ’Fﬁe SPEAKER. The gentleman moves that the House insist
on its amendments and agree to the conference asked by the
Senate.

The motion was agreed to; and the 8
ferees on the part of the House Mr.
Mr. MEYER of Louisiana.

Mr, JENKINS, I make a similar motion in regard to the bill

The SPEAKER. The gentleman makes the same motion with

regard to Senate bill 2329, which the Clerk will report.
he Clerk read the title of the bill (S. 2329) to provide for

eliminating certain grade crossings of railroads in the District of
Columbia, to require and authorize the construction of new ter-
minals and tracksfor the Baltimore and Ohio Railroad Company
in the city of Washington, and for other p g

The SPEAKER. The gentleman moves that the House insist on
its amendments and agree to the conference asked by the Senate,

The motion was agreed to; and the Speaker appointed as con-
ferees on the part of the House Mr, BABCOCK, Mr. PEARRE, and
Mr, MEYER of Louisiana.

DEATH OF QUEEN VICTORIA.

Mr. HITT. Mr. Speaker, I offer the following resolution, and
ask unanimons consent for its present consideration in the House.
The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Illinoeis, from the Com-
mittee on Foreign Affairs, offers the following resolution,and asks
unanimous consent for its immediate consideration in the House,
The Clerk will report the resolution.
" The Clerk read as follows:

Resolved, That the House of Representatives of the United States of Amer-
" iea has learned with profound sorrow of the death of Her Majesty Queen
Victoria, and sympathizes with her people in the loss of their beloved sover-

em:.lehat the President be requested to communicate this expression of the
sentiment of tha House to the Governmentof Great Britain.

That as a further mark of respect to the memory of Queen Victoria the
House do now adjourn.

The SPEAKER. Isthere objection to the present consideration
of the resolution?

There was no objection,

Mr. HITT. Mr, Speaker, the resolution I have offered accords
with the precedents of action by this House in the past, and fol-
lows almost literally the resolution adopted by the House on the
occasion of the death of President Carnot, of the French Republic,
as well as the previons expression of the Senate in the case of the
death of the Czar of Russia.

I do not deem it necessary to prolong discussion by any further
remarks, but ask that the House take action now, and move the
previous question.

The previous question was ordered.

The resolution was agreed to.

The SPEAKER. The resolution is agreed to, and in pursnance

- of the action of the House it stands adjonrned until 12 o'clock
noon to-morrow.

Accordingly (at 5 o'clock and 3 minutes p. m.) the House ad-
journed.

ker appointed as con-
ABCOCK, Mr. Mupp, and

EXECUTIVE COMMUNICATIONS.

Under clause 2 of Rule XXIV, the following executive commu-
niﬁations were faken from the Speaker’s table and referred as
follows:

A letter from the Secretary of the 1l'reasury, transmitting a copy
of a communication from the Supervising Architect submitting

" an estimate of appropriation for completing repairs on post-office
and subtreasury building at Boston, Mass.—to the Committee on
Appropriations, and ordered fo be printed.

A letter from the Secretary of the Treasury, transmitting a
schedule of claims allowed by several -accounting officers of the
Treasury Department—to the Committee on Appropriations, and
ordered to be prinfed.

REPORTS OF COMMITTEES ON PUBLIC BILLS AND
RESOLUTIONS.

Under clause 2 of Rule XIII, bills and resolutions of the follow-
ing titles were severally reported from committees, delivered to
the{ (gerk. and referred to the several Calendars therein named,
as lollows:

Mr. ADAMSON, from the Committee on Interstate and ForeigB'{J
Commerce, to which was referred the bill of the House (H. R.
11970) to authorize the Chattahoochee and Gulf Railroad Com-
ny of Alabama to construct a bridge across the Choctawhatchee
iver, a navigable stream, in Geneva County, Ala., reported the

same with amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 2414); which
said bill and report were referred to the House Calendar.

Mr. FLETCHER, from the Committee on Interstate and For-
eign Comerce, to which was referred the bill of the Senate (S.
5583) extending the time for commencement and completion of
the bridge across the Missouri River at or near Oacoma, S. Dak.,
reported the same without amendment, accompanied by a report
(No. 2421); which said bill and report were referred to the House
Calendar.

Mr, DAVIS, from the Committee on Interstate and Foreign
Commerce, to which was referred the bill of the House (H. R.
13606) authorizing the establishment of a light signal at or near
Hillsboro Point, Florida, reported the same with amendment, ac-
companied by a report (No. 2418); which said bill and report were
Eersrqrred to the Committee of the Whole House on the state of the

nion.

REPORTS OF COMMITTEES ON PRIVATE BILLS AND
RESOLUTIONS.

Under clause 2 of Rule XIII, private bills and resolutions of the
following titles were severally reported from committees, deliv-
ered to the Clerk, and referred to the Committee of the Whole
House, as follows:

Mr, GRAFF, from the Committee on Claims, to which was re-
ferred the bill of the House (H. R. 11616) for the relief of Katie A.
Nolan, reported the same without amendment, accompanied by a
report (No. 2415); which said bill and report were referred to the
Private Calendar. .

Mr. ROBB, from the Committee on Claims, to which was re-
ferred the bill of the House (H. R. 4830) to pay certain Treasury
settlements, reported the same without amendment, accompanied
Ly a report (No. 2416); which said bill and report were referred
to the Private Calendar,

Mr. STEVENS of Minnesota, from the Committee on Military
Affairs, to which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 2779)
for the relief of John G. Fawkner, reporfed the same with amend-
ment, accompanied by a report (No. 2419); which said bill and
report were referred to the Private Calendar.

ADVERSE REPORTS.

Under clause 2 of Rule XIII, Mr. THOMAS of Iowa, from the
Committee on Claims, to which was referred the bill of the House
(H. R. 6495) for the relief of W. W. Morris, reported the same
adversely, accompanied by a report (No. 2417); which said bill
and report were ordered to lie on the table.

CHANGE OF REFERENCE.

Under clanse 2 of Rule XXTI, the Committee on Invalid Pen-
sions was discharged from the consideration of the bill (H. R. 10110)
to increase the pension of George M. Sinclair, late sergeant, Troop
F, Second United States Cavalry, and the same was referred to
the Committee on Pensions.

PUBLIC BILLS, RESOLUTIONS, AND MEMORIALS
INTRODUCED.

Under clause 3 of Rule XXII, bills, resolutions, and memorials

?flfha following titles were introduced and severally referred as
Ol1I0WS:

By Mr. LIVINGSTON (by request): A bill (H. R. 13768) for
the relief of police pension fund beneficiaries of the District of
Columbia—to the Committee on the District of Columbia.

By Mr. OVERSTREET: A bill (H. R. 13769) to maintain the
th of the money of the United States—to the Committee on

nking and Currency.

By Mr. KNOX: A bill (H. R. 13770) providing for the election
of a Delegate from the district of Alaska to the House of Repre-
sentatives of the United States, defining citizenship and the gual-
ifications of electors in said district—to the Committee on the
Territories,

By Mr. THOMAS of North Carolina: A bill (H. R. 13771) mak-
ing appropriation for the Cape Fear River above Wilmington,
N. C.—to the Committee on Rivers and Harbors.

By Mr. BREAZEALE (by request): A bill (H. R. 18772) to
anthorize the construction and to maintain a dam and wagon
bridge across Twelve-mile Bayou, in the parish of Caddo, in the
State of Louisiana—to the Committee on Interstate and Foreign
Commerce.

By Mr. GROSVENOR: A bill (H. R. 13773) to amend an act en-
titled “* An act providing for certain requirements for vessels pro-
gelled by gas, fluid, naphtha, or electric motors,” approved
F;gnlllm_'y 18, 1897—to the Committee on the Merchant Marine and

sheries.

By Mr, WARNER: A resolution (H. Res, 378) relating to pay
of Charles O, Houk—to the Commifttee on Accounts,
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By Mr, HENRY of Connecticut: A resolution (H. Res. 379)
to pay to Thomas F. Tracy the salary of a messenger—to the Com-
mittee on Accounts.

-By Mr. CRUMPACKER: A resolution (H. Res. 381) to pay
‘William A, Forbes for extra services—to the Committee on Ac-
counts,

By Mr. ALLEN of Maine: A resolution (H. Res. 882) to pay
William H. Smith 8600 for extra services—to the Committee on
Accounts,

By Mr. BULL: A resolution (H. Res. 383) providing for the

rvation of the flag of the United States presented to the
Eouse of Representatives by the Women's Silk Culture Associa-
tion of the United States—to the Committee on Accounts.

PRIVATE BILLS AND RESOLUTIONS INTRODUCED.

Under clause 1 of Rule XXII, private bills and resolutions of

};hlel following titles were introduced and severally referred as
ollows:

By Mr. ADAMSON: A bill (H. R. 13774) granting increase of
pension to Mary J. Clark—to the Committee on Pensions,

By Mr. JEN%LNS: A bill (H. R. 18775) granting an increase of
pension to Christopher Mossman—to the Committee on Pensions.

By Mr. WACHTER: A bill (H. R. 13776) authorizing and di-
recting the Secretary of the Treasury to deliver to the mayor and
city council of Baltimore, Md., Ionic columns—to the Committee
on Public Buildings and Grounds,

By Mr. JAMES R. WILLIAMS: A bill (H. R. 13777) granting
a pension to Lucy B. Bevis—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions,

PETITIONS, ETC.

Under clause 1 of Rule XXII, the following petitions and papers
were laid on the Clerk’s desk and referred as follows:

ByMr. ADAMSON: Petition of Mary J. Clark, of Chattahoochee
County, Ga., widow of soldier of Indian wars, for increase of pen-
sion—to the Committee on Pensions. {

By Mr. BABCOCK: Resolutions of Polish-Americans of Wis-
consin, favoring passage of House bill No. 13295, for the erection
of a monument to Count Casimer Pulaski—to the Committee on
the Library.

By Mr. BOWERSOCK: Resolutions of the Board of Trade of
Parsons, Kans., and Fort Scott Business Men’s Club, of Fort
Scott, Kans., favoring apgrc)pria.tion for Galveston Harbor—to the
Committee on Rivers and Harbors.

By Mr. BROSIUS: Petition of the Lancaster branch of the
‘Women's Indian Association of Pennsylvania, favoring provision
for an adequate and permanent supply of water for the me and
Papago ll?l%ianﬂ—tﬂ the Committee on Indian Affairs,

y CALDERHEAD: Resolutions of the National Wholesale
Druggists’ Association, opposing the free distribution of medici-
nal remedies—to the Committee on Agriculture.

Also, petition of J. F. Feis, in favor of a retirement fund from
which to pension old Government employees—to the Committee
on Reform in the Civil Service,

Also, petition of the Kansas State Good Roads Association,
Topeka, ‘E&na., favoring an appropriation for public highways—
to the Committee on Agriculture.

Also, resolution of the Fort Scott Club Company, Fort Scott,
Kans., and Board of Trade of Parsons, Kans., for the improve-
ment of Galveston Harbor—to the Committee on Rivers and Har-
bors.

Also, resolutions of the Commercial Club of Topeka, Kans., pro-
testing against diverting the water of the Arkansas River—to the
Committee on the Public Lands.

Also, petition of the Merchants’ Association of New York, fa-
voring extension of the pneumatic tubular service in connec-
tion with the Post-Office Department—to the Committee on the
Post-Office and Post-Roads, =

By Mr. CLAYTON: Petition of 1,000 Polish-American citizens
of the United States for the erection of a monument to the mem-
ory of Count Casimir Pulaski, a hero of the American Revolution-
ary war—to the Committee on the Library.

Also, petition of W. H, Lacey and others of Brooklyn, N. Y., in
favor of the anti-polygamy amendment to the Constitution—to
the Committee on the Judiciary. o

By Mr. COUSINS: Protests of Lamb Brothers and other citi-
zens of Olin, Iowa, against the parcels-post system—to the Com-
mittee on the Post-Office and Post-Roads,

Also, resolutions of Iowa Academy of Science, Ames, Iowa,
with reference to the national park and forest reserve at the head
waters of the Mississippi, and the general policy of the United
States with reference to forest reserves—to the Committee on the
Public Lands.

By Mr. GRAHAM: Petition of the American Baking Powder
Asgsociation, New York City, in favor of House bill No. 12973,
known as the pure-food bill—to the Committee on Interstate and
Foreign Commerce.

Also, petition of Merchants’ Association of New York, favoring
continnance of postal tubular system—to the Committee on the
Post-Office and Post-Roads.

Also, petition of Simon Lake, of New York City, in relation to
plans for submarine torpedo boats for the United States Navy—
to the Committee on Naval Affairs,

By Mr, GROUT: Petition of the Merchants' Association of New
Yorkﬁn%a sufficient appropriation to maintain and extend
the p tubular system in the city of New York—to the Com-
mittee on the Post-Office and Post-Roads.

By Mr. KETCHAM: Petition of Orthodox Friends’ Church of
Pounghkeepsie, N. Y., favoring uniform marriage and divorce laws
and cerfain other measures—to the Committee on the Judiciary.

By Mr. MAHON: Petition of Woman's Home Missionary So-
ciety of Huntingdon Presbytery, Pennsylvania, relative to an
adequateand Earmanent supply of living water for irrigation pur-

s for the Pima and Papago Indians—to the Committee on In-
ians Affairs.

Also, petition of Rev. W. H. Decker and 200 citizens of Lewis-
town, Pa., in favor of ratification of treaty which aims at the
banishment of the traffic in alcoholic liquors from a great part of
the continent of Africa—to the Committee on Foreign Affairs,

By Mr. MANN: Protest of the Illinois Humane Society, Chi-
cago, Ill., against the proposed extension of time in which cattle
may be carried in cars without food or water—to the Committee
on Interstate and Foreign Commerce.

By Mr. McCLEARY: Resolutions of Northwestern Manufaec-
turers’ Association of St. Paul, Minn.,relative to internal-revenue
taxes—to the Committee on Ways and Means,

By Mr. PACKER of Pennsylvania: Petition of Bethany Pres-
byterian Church, Williamsport, Pa., for the exclusion of intoxi-
cants from all countries inhabited by native races—to the Com-
mittee on Foreign Affairs. :

By Mr. PRINCE: Petition of the internal-revenue gaugers,
storekeepers, etc., of the Fifth revenue district of Illinois, for suf-
ficient appropriation to provide for their vacation without loss of
pay—to the Committee on Appropriations.

uli’-iy Mr. SCUDDER: Petitions of citizens of Queens County and

Suffolk County, N. Y., urging the passage of a measure providing

a permanent supply of live water for im“;gation purposes for the

Elgz? and Papago Indians in Arizona—to the Committee on Indian
irs.

By Mr. SHATTUC: Papers to accompany House bill No. 8958,
granting honorable certificates of discharge to certain officers and
enlisted men of the United States volunteer service—to the Com-
mittee on Military Affairs.

By Mr. SPERRY: Papers to accompany House bill to amend
section 4465, Title LII, of the Revised Statutes, relating to in-
spectors of hulls and boilers—to the Committee on the Merchant

arine and Fisheries.

By Mr. WEYMOUTH: Papers to accompany House bill No.
13751, for the removal of the charge of desertion against Patrick
Hanigan, alias John Co n—to the Committee on Naval Affairs,

By Mr. WILLIAM E, WILLIAMS: Petitions of landowners in
Greene County, Ill., to accompany House bill No, 9998, for the
removal of Kampsville dam and for dredging of the Illinois
River—to the Committee on Interstate and Foreign Commerce.

By Mr. ZIEGLER: Petition of 95 citizens of the Nineteenth
Congressional district of Pennsylvania, favoring anti-polygamy
amendment to the Constitution—to the Committee on the Judi-
ciary.

SENATE.,

WEDNESDAY, January 23, 1901.

Prayer by the Chaplain, Rev. W. H. MiLsUrN, D, D.

The Secretary proceeded to read the Journal of yesterday’s pro-
ceedings, when, on request of Mr. RAWLINS, and by unanimous
consent, the further reading was dispensed with.

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Without objection, the Jour-
nal will stand approved.

BREAKWATER AT BURLINGTON, VT,

The PRESIDENT pro tempore laid before the Senate a com-
munication from the Secretary of War, transmitting, in response
to a concurrent resolution of the 8th instant, a letter from the
Acting Chief of Engineers, submitting the report of Col. J. W.
Barlow, Corps of Engineers, on the present condition of the
breakwater at Burlington, Vt.; which, with the accompanyin
papers, was referred to the Committee on Commerce, and ord
to be printed.

LIST OF LOTS IN THE CITY OF WASHINGTON.

The PRESIDENT pro tempore laid before the Senate a com-
munication from the Secretary of War, transmitting a letter
from the Chief of Engineers, United States Army, together with
a copy of a communication from Col. Theodore A, Bingham, the
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